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Editorial 


Dear Reader, 



Glastonbury Town Hall Seized 

Unreported in the mainstream controlled media, 
Glastonbury Town Hall was lawfully seized by 
a group of local residents and other supporters 
under article 61 of Magna Carta, with the 
backing of the Duke of Rutland, head of the 
Baron’s committee. 

This event took place at 19:45 hrs, on 14 th 
October 2014, but as yet no further information 
has been received. 

It is poignant that this event, which could be the 
start of something much larger, should have 
happened at Glastonbury, a town so well known 
in identity circles across the world, with its 
association with Christ’s and Joseph of 
Arimathea’s coming to the British Isles. 


It should also be remembered that back in the 
roaring 60’s & 70’s the local authority connived 
with a local land owner in setting up the annual 
Glastonbury Festival in 1970 and with the 
de-generate music and depravity associated with 
it, which tarnished the atmosphere and ambiance 
of Glastonbury, a site of pilgrimage for true 
Israelites. At the same time they blocked free 
access and view of the ruins of Glastonbury 
Abbey by erecting a wall between it and the car 
park and at the same time charging an exorbitant 
amount to enter this site. 

More and more people are coming aware that we 
are being ruled by a criminal alien Zionist 
Occupational Government - ZOG = GOG! 

We praise Yahweh for the successful warning 
shot across one of the enemies citadels and trust 
it portends a quickening of his people to their 
origin and that great day, when the tares will be 
gathered up into bundles and burnt. Praise 
Yahweh and may that day come soon!! 


Editor 

thenewensign@gmail.com 

This magazine is for private subscription only 
and is not in any way connected to The Ensign 
Message Magazine which is a totally separate 
entity. 
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"The Earth Is The Lords" (3) 

By: 

Arnold Kennedy 



T HE land 
that is 
God’s is a 


fixed place, and is 
not described as 
that land in the possession of His holy 
people when outside of the Promised 
Land. God cares for wherever Israelites 
dispersed to in order to care for His 
people, and He responds to their 
repentance both individually and 
nationally. 


THE LAND 
THAT IS 
GOD’S IS A 
FIXED PLACE 


than "Jacob" are ever spoken of as being 
"the lot of His inheritance". 

The first part of 2 Chronicles 7:14 is very 
well known. "If my people, which are 
called by my name, shall humble 
themselves, and pray, and seek my face, 
and turn from their wicked ways; then 
will I hear from heaven, and will forgive 
their sin, and will heal their land. Now 
mine eyes shall be open, and mine ears 
attent unto the prayer that is made in this 
place. For now have I chosen and 
sanctified this house, that my name may 
be there for ever: and mine eyes and mine 
heart shall be there perpetually". 


We read about of setting land boundaries 
("bounds") for His people where His 
people should live "alone", or be separate 
from other races. 


But how often do we hear the latter part 
"That My name may be there for ever" 
quoted? Ask yourself, "where is this". 

Jesus came to one people and to one land. 


Deuteronomy 32:8-9 When the most High 
divided to the nations their inheritance, 
when he separated the sons of Adam, he 
set the bounds of the people according to 
the number of the children of Israel. For 
the LORD’S portion is his people; Jacob 
is the lot of his inheritance. 

Numbers 23:9-10 “The people shall 
dwell alone, and shall not be reckoned 
among the nations ”. 


(Note: Acknowledgement is made here to 
R. N. Phillips of Australia to parts of the 
next two paragraphs). 

On this the Bible is clear; Jesus came to 
that part of the globe that belonged to Him. 

John 1:11,12 “He came unto his own, 
and his own received him not. But as 
many as received him, to them gave he 
the power to become the sons of GodH\ ... 


The word "lot" has to do with land, and it 
appears that this relates to the land 
promised to Jacob. To "dwell alone" 
indicates an area or areas with boundaries 
around them, with only the one race 
within these boundaries. No other people 


The word "own" appears twice in the 
verse - but in the first clause it is neuter 
gender while in the second it is masculine 
gender. Therefore John is referring to two 
different things. The first clause states 
that Jesus came to His own possessions 
[neuter gender] - His land, His Kingdom, 
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His city, His temple. In the second clause 
the term "His Own" is the Greek term oi 
idios [masculine gender] that means, 
literally, the members of one’s own 
household. In this case it refers only to 
those who had authority over His 
Kingdom, city and Temple. (The vast 
majority of Israel were scattered abroad 
in the Dispersion and, at that time, were 
still classed as "not my people".) 


Hosea 1:10-11 "In the place where it was 
said unto them, Ye are not my people, 
there it shall be said unto them, Ye are 
the sons of the living God”. 



Then shall the children of Judah and the 
children of Israel be gathered together, 
and appoint themselves one head, and 
they shall come up out of the land: "for 
great shall be the day of Jezreel". 


The place where Hosea spoke this was in 
the Promised Land. Israel will "come up 
out of the land" where they were with 
both Houses having "one head" and return 
to the Promised Land. See below who this 
"one head" is. 


Jer 23:3 “And I will gather the remnant 
of my flock out of all countries whither I 
have driven them, and will bring them 
again unto their folds; and they shall be 
fruitful and increase ”. 


V6-8 “In his days Judah shall be saved, 
and Israel shall dwell safely: and this is 
his name whereby he shall be called, The 
LORD Our Righteousness. Therefore, 
behold, the days come, saith the LORD, 
that they shall no more say, The LORD 
liveth, which brought up the children of 
Israel out of the land of Egypt; But, The 
LORD liveth, which brought up and 
which led the seed of the house of Israel 
out of the north country, and from all 
countries whither I had driven them; and 
they shall dwell in their own land”. 

So how could the place Israel was driven 
to be their final destination if they are to 
be gathered from there to go back to their 
"own land"? 

Some like to say that this applies to Jesus’ 
time, but Jesus did not reign and prosper 
as a King at the First Advent. Paul 
confirms, "And it shall come to pass, that 
in the place where it was said unto them, 
Ye are not my people; there shall they be 
called the children of the living God"- 
(Rom. 9:26). Jezreel was a place of much 
historic judgment, and at the Second 
Advent, "the Lord Jesus shall be revealed 
from heaven with his mighty angels, In 
flaming fire taking vengeance on them 
that know not God, and that obey not the 
gospel of our Lord Jesus Christ" - (2 
Thess. 1:8). God’s people need to be 
much aware of, "Great shall be the day of 
Jezreel" instead of hiding behind smooth 
doctrines. 

"TO THEM WHO DID RECEIVE 
HIM". 


V5 “Behold, the days come, saith the 
Lord, that I will raise up unto David a 
righteous Branch, and a King shall reign 
and prosper, and shall execute judgement 
and justice in the earth.” 


Going back to John 1:11, before we can 
complete the translation of verse 11, we 
have to look at the beginning of verse 12. 
The Greek text of verse 12 begins "but to 
those who did receive Him". In this clause 
and the last clause of verse 11, we have 
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Galilee, Samaria, Judea 

another instance of the AV translating two 
different Greek words as one English 
word - in this case, "received". The last 
clause of verse 11 states, in effect, those 
who were ruling over His possessions 
neither received nor accepted Him [as the 
owner]. It points to outright rejection, not 
through ignorance [which is covered by 
the phrase does not recognise Him in 
verse 10], but by wilful refusal to accept 
Him as the rightful owner. However, in 
the first sentence of verse 12 the word 
"received" has the meaning of to welcome 
or to accept willingly. Hence, while the 
Judean Nation rejected Him at a national 
level, there were individuals in that 
Nation who did both recognise and 
receive Him gladly. 

Verses 11 and 12 read in the Greek text: 

VI1 He comes unto his own [possessions] 
but The people [ruling over His 
possessions] refuse to accept Him [as the 
rightful owner]. 


vl2 But to those who welcome Him, to 
The ones believing in His name, to them 
He gives authority to [make themselves] 
become [because of their beliefs] children 
of God [again]. 

They were not everyone on earth who 
were bom of bloods [plural in Greek] or 
by the will of the flesh [John 1:10-13]. 
Jesus came to His household who were 
bom by the will of God. 

Thayer’s Lexicon says, "Household is 
used as stock, race, descendants of one". 

The phrase translated the sons of God in 
verse 12 of the AV is quite wrong. The 
Greek phrase is "tekna theou" which 
means "children of God". Immature 
children, no doubt, but it does not mean 
sonship; for sonship points to growth and 
ultimate maturity. It is only "children" = 
teknon (of Israel) who have the potential 
to become "sons" = huios of God. 

Nor does it have anything to do with the 
false doctrine of "adoption". On the 
contrary, the phrase forcefully asserts: 

a. the natural genetic relationship of 
a child with its tme father and, hence, 

b. those children of God are the 
biological descendants of God 
Himself. 

Note that John 1:13 states: 

Which were bom, not of blood [plural], 
nor of the will of the flesh, nor of the will 
of man, but of God. 

Verse 13 states that those who were given 
the right to become children of God 
[again] were those [begotten]: 
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a. not out of bloods - which is of 
ordinary human descent, 

b. nor out of [the] will of the flesh 
- which was Sarah’s demand to 
have children by Hagar and 
Keturah, 

c. nor out of [the] will of a man - 
which was Abraham’s desire for 
an heir, but out of God are begotten. 

The Greek verb "begotten" is plural in this 
verse and so cannot be limited to the birth 
of Jesus. Isaac was not bom of Abraham’s 


will. Abraham was past that. Isaac was 
begotten by God’s will when He 
regenerated Abraham and Sarah’s ability 
to have a child and to give that child an 
individually incorruptible spirit. Isaac 
was thus begotten from above, as are 
Isaac’s descendants from the time of their 
conception. In this portion of John 1 we 
find the origin of those who can believe 
in Jesus. Also we find where they did not 
[and do not] come from! Jesus came only 
[alone] to those begotten from above by 
God. He is shown to be the Redeemer of 
only His Kinsmen. 

To be continued 


Misconceptions About Josephus, The Judean (5) 
Or, How To Tell the Difference Between a 
Jew and an Israelite! 

By Pastor Eli James 



Confusion About the 
Historical Josephus 

I could write many 
books on this subject 
of false teaching 
alone; but today I will 
focus on Josephus, 
who was neither a 
Jew, nor a Judeo 
Christian. Ethnically, he was an ISRAELITE of 
the House of Judah. Thus, he could not have 
been a Jew, for most Jews, as we should know, 
can easily be identified just by looking at them; 
they are of mixed racial heritage. "For Jerusa¬ 
lem is ruined, and Judah is fallen: because their 
tongue and their doings are against Yahweh, to 
provoke the eyes of his glory. The shew of 
their countenance doth witness against 
them." (Isa. 3:8-9) The facial features of a half- 
breed are instantly recognizable. This trespass 
of mixed seed has always been emphasized in 
Scripture, yet no Judeo-Christian minister takes 
any heed. 

7he only possible definition of a Judahite is one 
who is of a singular racial stock, namely, a 
genetic descendant of the patriarch Judah. A 
male Judahite can choose his wife from any of 
the other twelve tribes or from the rest of the 
Adamic/Caucasian stock, which is, of course, 


the White Race. All other marriages are for¬ 
bidden. NO ONE ELSE COUNTS AS A JU¬ 
DAHITE. Since the Jewish people have never 
obeyed this law, they cannot be Judahites. 

Now, we have two major discrepancies between 
Jews and Judahites. These discrepancies are 
covered up or glossed over by the word ‘Jew.’ 
It is part of the rabbinical deception that we 
have accepted the word ‘Jew’ to be synonymous 
with ‘Judah.’ If you cannot see through this 
deception, you will continue to think inside the 
box of their False Dichotomy. Remember, we 
have been pre-programmed to think Jewish 
thoughts 24 hours per day, 365 days a year, and 
this theme is reinforced every moment we 
watch toiletvision. The sales pitch is relentless. 

Returning to the First Discrepancy mentioned 
above, namely, that Judahites are of a distinct 
genetic heritage, we see that we are the house¬ 
hold, family, progeny, descendants, seed, chil¬ 
dren of Judah. Contrast this with the fact that 
the vast majority of Jews have always been of 
mixed-race descent. The Second Discrepancy 
is that the Judahites practiced the Law of Moses 
while the Jews have always practiced Pharisa¬ 
ism. The Law of Moses is the Religion of Truth 
but Pharisaism is the Religion of Lies. There is 
a vast chasm of irreconcilable differences be¬ 
tween these two theologies! Yet, modem Judeo- 
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Christianity glosses over these differences as if 
they did not exist. The inevitable result of such 
glossing over is that the Religion of Lies will 
outwit the Religion of Gullible Christianity eve¬ 
ry time! Thus we have what is called "Judeo- 
Christianity," a religion which is built upon a 
Mountain of Lies, Jewish posturing and numer¬ 
ous false dichotomies. 



Here is what Paul has to say 
about these interlopers: 

“But neither Titus, who was 
with me, being a Greek [Ti¬ 
tus was an Israelite of the 
Dispersion, not a non-Isra¬ 
elite, as you have been led 
to believe. If you know our 
history, you know that that 
Greece was founded by the 
tribe of Zarah, son of 
Judah]...Let me start over 
here so you can get the 
complete thought: "But nei¬ 
ther Titus, who was with 
was compelled to be circum¬ 
cised. [None of the Israelites of the Dispersion 
had practiced circumcision since 745 BC when 
they were deported to the Caucasus by the As¬ 
syrians. Hence, they were uncircumcised Israel¬ 
ites.] And because of false brethren unawares 
brought in [the Edomites of Idumea under Hyr- 
canus II], who came in privily to spy out our 
liberty which we have in Jesus Christ, that they 
might bring us into bondage." (Gal. 2: 3-4.) 


J] 


1 


L \f} 


| f 

_ 

me, being a 

Greek, 


If you know the difference between a Judahite 
and a Jew, this statement by Paul is a perfect 
summary of our state of subjection to the Jewish 
impersonators ("false brethren") who had begun 
conspiring to deprive us of our liberty from 150 
BC until today. They are still privily among us 
pretending to be us. 


For 2,150 years, the Jews have been masquerad¬ 
ing as the people of the Book, the Bible. But this 
association is a false one because the Jews are 
not the people with whom Yahweh made His 
Covenants. These Covenants were made EX¬ 
CLUSIVELY with the FLESH AND BLOOD 
Israelites of the Twelve Tribes and their DI¬ 
RECT, UNMIXED descendants. 


In addition, the Covenant People followed the 
Law of Moses. 


The Jews do not fit either description. They are 
neither Israelites nor have they ever followed 
the Law of Moses. These are simple, historical 


facts that cannot be disputed, once the Jewish 
bluff is challenged. These two simple, historical 
facts stand in opposition to 2,150 years of Jew¬ 
ish propaganda to the contrary. But propaganda 
is not truth. Propaganda is/are lies that are told 
to you by your enemy who wants you to believe 
he is your friend. Once you believe this propa¬ 
ganda, you naturally let your guard down; and 
when you do, that’s when he strikes you with all 
his force. The most recent strike was 9-11-2001. 
Now, we are dying in another Jew-promoted 
war. This is how the Jews operate . Keep in mind 
that Judeo-Christianity is just one front in this 
Jewish battle against True Christianity today. 
"Jews For Jesus" is another aspect of this decep¬ 
tion. 

With the exception of those today who are 
sounding the warning against Judaism and Zi¬ 
onism, the world has been totally deceived by 
this monster. (Rev. 12:9) 

In the final analysis, it is Truth versus Lies. It is 
Honour versus Deception. It is the Bible versus 
the Talmud. It is God versus Satan. It is Chris¬ 
tian Identity versus Judeo-Christianity. It is 
GOOD versus EVIL. It is Jesus versus the Phar¬ 
isees. These are the REAL DICHOTOMIES 
that must be addressed; but these dichotomies 
are ignored or shelved in favour of the false 
dichotomies. 

In order to gain clarity about the true nature of 
any false dichotomy, we have to clear up the 
confusion inherent in false definitions. One of 
the best ways to do this is to take someone else’s 
writing on a subject and expose the false dichot¬ 
omies that are part of the writer’s assumptions. 
I do not intend to vilify or embarrass this partic¬ 
ular author. The fact is that these false ideas are 
pervasive throughout Christianity. But once 
someone puts his or her ideas out for public 
consumption, then those statements are fair 
game for criticism. I just want it to make it 
crystal clear that this is constructive criticism 
from the Christian Identity point of view. I hope 
it is taken as such. 

Was Josephus a Jew or a Judahite? 

Now, I know that there are many well-inten¬ 
tioned people within Cl who doubt that 
Josephus was a Judahite, just as many within Cl 
doubt that Paul was a Benjamite. I would simply 
suggest to these doubters, that, for starters, un¬ 
less you can provide evidence to the contrary, 
we have no choice but to take the author at his 
word. In addition, I would proffer that an au- 
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thor’s internal consistency is evidence of his 
sincerity and believability, if not total accuracy. 
Few historians can claim total accuracy. That is 
why we have to compare accounts by different 
historians. Then we do archaeology, geology, 
anthropology, etc., to find out whose account is 
backed up by the physical evidence. 

From all evidence at hand, I can come to only 
one conclusion. Josephus is what he says he is, 
namely, a Judahite whose family comes from 
the Twenty-Four Courses._ But if you are still 
thinking inside the Judeo-Christian box, you 
will make the false assumption that Josephus 
was a Jew. He was not. He was a Judahite. 
There are major differences between these two 
groups, as I explained in the earlier glossed- 
over discrepancies and as I will detail below. 

I cannot hope, in this brief article, to settle the 
question of Josephus ’ ancestry to the satisfac¬ 
tion of most skeptics, but I think I can clarify 
some of the main issues that are completely 
confused by Judeo-Christianity. The essential 
fact is that Josephus was a Judahite, not a Jew. 

Was Josephus a Pharisee? 

To address these issues, I am going to critique 
the work of Marco Rusterholz, who, in my opin¬ 
ion, is a decent, honest Israelite, but unfortu¬ 
nately, he still thinks inside the box of 
Judeo-Christianity. He labours under the as¬ 
sumption that he has climbed out of that box; 
but I will attempt to show that he has yet to find 
his way out of that matrix of deception, for he is 
still under the delusion of several false dichoto¬ 
mies which he does not yet recognize. Marco 
has concluded that Josephus was a Pharisee. Is 
his conclusion correct? 

[My comments will be in brackets [], in italics 
and post signed: - Eli] 

[Marco’s words will be in straight-up letters, 
regular black type. Where Marco quotes other 
authors, the words will be in regular blue type, 
and with "beginning and end quotes. " — Eli] 

[Here is the beginning of his article. He begins 
by questioning the validity of the use of the 
Name, Yahweh, within Christian Identity:] 


Josephus: a Pharisee? Yes! 

First the pro YHYH crowd have thrown some 
statements at us - us who hold to the argument 
that the use of YHYH, and all of its derivatives, 
is a load of Babylonian hogwash. Or, as Eliza¬ 
beth Dilling puts it on page 48 of 'The Plot 


Against Christianity'... "The skeleton letters of 
Jehova: Y-H-W-H, called the Tetragrammaton, 
is the "ineffable word" in Talmudic Judaism, 
being used in weird combinations to evoke the 
demons. Its use is restricted to the inner circle 
of Rabbinical Potentates." 

[Here, Marco Rusterholz is attempting to link 
the Yahwist Movement within Christian Identity 
to the Babylonian Talmudic teachings of the 
rabbis, suggesting that the 
use of the Sacred Name, 
YHWH, is Jewish in ori¬ 
gin. First of all, Elizabeth 
Dilling (left) admits that 
the use of the Name by 
Jews is limited to "Rab¬ 
binical Potentates." Sec¬ 
ondly, Christian Identity 
cannot be held accounta¬ 
ble for how the rabbis of 
Judaism make sacrilegious use of Scripture. It 
is important to understand that the Jews are, in 
fact, practitioners of such sacrilege. And this 
Marco fully understands. On the other hand, he 
believes that Cl’s use and promotion of the 
Name of Yahweh is "Babylonian hogwash." 
Nothing could be further from the truth. It is, in 
fact, Mr. Rusterholz who is teaching Babylonian 
lies not realizing that he does so. The fact is that 
the teaching that YHWH (translated as "I AM 
THAT I AM”) is the Name of God comes 
directly from Exodus 3:13-15. No one, to my 
knowledge, has ever refuted Ex. 3:14. Even 
non-identity scholars agree that YHWH is the 
True Name of the God of Israel. The Bible 
plainly states, "This is my name." One of the 
major lies that White Christendom is subject to 
is the claim that the "Old Testament was written 
by the Jewish scribes." If you believe this lie, 
then you will assume that the Bible is a "Jewish " 
book. It is NOT a Jewish book. It is a 
Hebrew/Israelite book. Jews are neither He¬ 
brews nor Israelites, so it is NOT their book. 

Although I am a great admirer of Elizabeth 
Dilling, who was a fellow Chicagoan and a 
most able critic of Judaism and Jewry, she was 
NOT aware of the distinction between the Juda- 
hites of the Old Testament and the modern Jew. 
She falsely believed, as do most outside of Cl, 
that the Jews were Judahites who at one time 
practiced the Law of Moses. Starting with this 
false premise, Miss Dilling then falsely associ¬ 
ates the rabbis with the Levitical priesthood. 
She does not realize it, but she has associated 
the wolves with the sheep! Miss Dilling was not 
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aware of the impersonation that occurred at the 
end of the Hasmonean Dynasty, when Antipater 
and Herod deposed the true Judahites from 
their lawful authority over their own people. 
She is not alone in being confused about this 
subject, because the rabbis of Judaism have 
done a masterful job of hiding this history from 
us. As far as I know, I am the only Christian 
historian who has ever broached this subject of 
the exact origin of Talmudism, so I am keenly 
aware of how the rabbis have deceived the 
whole world on this score. 



Here are the facts: The Levitical priesthood was 
AN EXCLUSIVELY JUDAHITE PRIEST¬ 
HOOD, both in terms of racial descent and in 
terms of their adherence to the Law of Moses._ 
Under no circumstances can the Levitical 

priesthood be confused with the Pharisees of 

Yahshua’s time . But this is exactly the historical 
deception which the rabbis have managed to 
accomplish in our minds. It was these Pharisees 
who originated the religion called^ Judaism . The 
authors of the Bible had nothing to do with that 
diabolical religion called Judaism. That was 
started by the Pharisees. Both Dilling and Rust- 
erholz have succumbed to the rabbinical decep¬ 
tion that the two derive from the same source or 
that Judaism derives from the Mosaic Law. 
Here is the simple fact: Mosaism is Scriptural . 
Judaism is Babylonian . It is true that Judaism 
INCORPORATES the Torah into its tradition; 
but Judaism is far more than the Torah. Juda¬ 
ism is inseparable from the Babylonian Talmud; 
and the rabbis reserve unto themselves the right 
to have the Talmud overrule the Torah whenev¬ 
er it suits their agenda. Numerous rabbis have 
admitted this fact in publications intended only 
for Jews. Publicly, however, the rabbis have 
duped virtually everyone into believing Judaism 
derives from the Mosaic Law and that the rabbis 
are its lawful or rightful custodians. 


An example of this confusion of rabbinism and 
Judaism with the Mosaic Law can be found in 
The Interpreter’s Dictionary of the Bible, Vol 
4. Under the topic of "Simon the Zealot," W.R. 
Farmer states on p. 938, "In addition to Simon 
the Zealot, the only other instance of pre-rab- 
binic Judaism where the cognomen ‘zealot ’ is 
applied to an individual is found in II Macca¬ 
bees, where Phineas is referred to as ‘the Zealot 
Phineas ’ (18:12)." 

What Farmer doesn ’t understand is that there 
was NO SUCH THING as "pre-rabbinic" Juda¬ 
ism. Judasim was INVENTED by the rabbis of 
Judaism, the Pharisees. There were no Phari¬ 
sees during the Maccabean Period. The entire 
expression, "pre-rabbinic Judaism," is a non- 
sequitur because it presumes that Judaism exist¬ 
ed before the Pharisaic invention. It’s like say¬ 
ing "pre-Papal Catholicism." Well, there was 
no Catholic Church before the Popes declared 
it. The first Pope who deemed to declare himself 
the "Universal Bishop," or "Pope," was Boni¬ 
face III in 607 AD. There was an abundance of 
Christian history prior to this, but none of the 
preceding Bishops (Patriarchs) of Christendom 
either took that title or recognized a "Pope " who 
had authority over any other Bishop. Catholi¬ 
cism and Popery go together, just as do Judaism 
and Pharisaism. This anachronistic use of 
words has given Judaism a false antiquity and a 
false standing in the eyes of all scholars and 
Christians who equate Judaism with the Mosaic 
Law. 

Farmer compounds this error by retranslating 
Gal. 1:13-14, where he substitutes ‘Judaism’ 
for "the Jews ’ religion " as found in the KJV. 

Here is the KJV: "For you have heard of my 
conversation in time past in the Jews ’ religion 
[Can it be any clearer that Paul regards the 
Jews’ religion as DIFFERENT FROM Mosa¬ 
ism?], how that beyond measure I persecuted 
the church of God, and wasted it: And profited 
in the Jews ’ religion above many equals in my 
own nation, being more exceedingly jealous of 
the traditions of my fathers." 

Here, Paul is telling us that he was raised in the 
traditions of the Pharisees, as everyone knows. 
Note that he makes a sharp line of distinction 
between the "Jews’ religion" and that which 
was of "my own nation." Since Paul was a 
Benjaminite, he was an Israelite of the Cove¬ 
nants. The fact that he practiced Pharisaism 
does not change his race from Israelite to Ed¬ 
omite. 
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Here is Farmer’s translation: "You have heard 
of my former life in Judaism, how I persecuted 
the church of God and tried to destroy it; and I 
advanced in Judaism beyond many of my own 
age among my people, so extremely zealous was 
Ifor the tradition of my fathers." 

Although Farmer is technically correct in refer¬ 
ring to the religion of the Pharisees as "Juda¬ 
ism, " the fact is that there was no such name for 
Pharisaism at that time. His translation is 
anachronistic and conveys the standard impres¬ 
sion that Judaism was a well-established reli¬ 
gion before Pharisaism. So, the KJV translation 
is more accurate because it clearly differenti- 
ates between the Jews ’_ religion versus the re//- 

gion of HIS OWjSj PEOPLE . Remember, 
Christianity was still in the process of being 
developed from Mosaism at this time. Peter and 
the other Apostles were still operating under the 
Old Covenant. 

Farmer, by using the word Judaism, ’ assumes 
that Judaism is the same as the Mosaic Law, 
which it never was. It is precisely such sloppy 
scholarship which gives credence to the false 
idea that the patriarchs of Judah practiced 
"Judaism." The proper understanding of this 
passage is this: Saul’s family of transplanted 
Benjaminites in Tarsus practiced the religion of 
the Pharisees. Tarsus was a major centre of 
commerce where you will always find Edomite 
Jews in abundance! It was not until his conver¬ 
sion experience that Saul/Paul realized that 
Pharisaism and the Law were not the same. 
Said WLL zealousjor the wrong law ! Complicat¬ 
ing this factor is the fact that Paul was one of 
the few who understood that the NEW COVE¬ 
NANT was put into effect at Calvary, thus abol¬ 
ishing the sacrificial priesthood, whether it be 
Levitical or Pharisaic. 

Whatever rituals the Pharisees practiced were 
either borrowedfrom the Mosaic Law or in vent¬ 
ed by them. This combination of expropriation 
and invention is today known as Talmudic Juda¬ 
ism. The Judahites of Judah never practiced this 
combination, for this "tradition " was unheard of 
until the time of the Pharisees, beginning 
around 150 BC. 

At no time does Paul equate Pharisaism with the 
Mosaic Law. That is simply an assumption 
scholars have made because the rabbis of Juda¬ 
ism have been saying, for the last 2,000 years, 
that these two opposites are the same. 


The historical fact is that the Pharisees (the first 
rabbis of Judaism) came into the nation of Ju¬ 
dah as the first non-Judahite PRETENDERS. 
These non-Judahite Pharisees insinuated them¬ 
selves into the company of Judah with the back¬ 
ing of the military power of the Roman army, 

because the Roman 
army was instructed 
to enforce the poli¬ 
cies of one Antipater, 
an Idumean usurper 
of Judah’s royal 
throne. Antipater had 
Rome install his son, 
Herod, another non- 
Judahite, as coreg¬ 
ent with King John 
Hyrcanus as Hyrca- 
nus was growing old. 
This contrived co-re- 
gency presided over the newly combined territo¬ 
ries of Judah and Idumea. This combining 
began in the year 150 BC. (A similar thing is 
happening today as the Jewish usurpers in 
America are attempting to combine America, 
Canada and Mexico into the new nation of 
Amerexico.) All these facts are given to us by 
Josephus himself in his writings. Josephus 
clearly voices his disapproval of these political 
developments and shows his loyalty to the Has- 
monean Dynasty, of which John Hyrcanus was 
one, although it was not possible for Josephus 
to be privy to the secret machinations of Antipa¬ 
ter and the Canaanite/Idumean merchants (the 
word ‘Canaanite’ means "merchant" or "traf- 
fiker") he represented. Josephus could only be 
aware of what happened on the political stage. 
He would have to deduce what might have hap¬ 
pened behind the scenes. Josephus thus de¬ 
scribes these events as an alliance between 
Hyrcanus and Antipater; but, in reality, it was a 
secret coup against Judah, by these outsiders 
from Idumea, who used Hyrcanus as their dupe. 

The Jews did the same thing to Czarist Russia 
when they set up the Kerensky government to 
take a deliberate pratfall for the Bolsheviks. 
Thus, their imperialistic designs were cloaked 
by the cover of "democracy." The Jews are 
doing the same thing to America today. Claim¬ 
ing to be "Americans," they promote wars in our 
name; they infiltrate our highest offices; they 
pervert our educational system; they distort our 
culture with their sick forms of "entertainment," 
and our people are none the wiser, thinking that 
"the Jews are just like us," except for their 
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religion, of course, which is presumed to be that 
of God’s "chosen." 

Is it possible for a nation to be more thoroughly 
brainwashed than America is today? 

One crucial bit of information is contained in 
Antiquities, Book XIV, Chapter 9, Paragraph 5: 

"But when Hyrcanus saw that the members of 
the Sanhedrim were ready to pronounce the 
sentence of death upon Herod, he put off the 
trial to another day, and sent privately to Herod 
and advised him to fly out of the city, for that by 
this means he might escape." 

Is this not a classic case of a traitor covering for 
an infiltrator? Just as Rosenfelt (FDR) covered 
for Alger Hiss and Harry Dexter White? If 
Josephus were a Jew pretending to be a Juda- 
hite, would he reveal such facts or would he 
leave them out of his narrative in order to pro¬ 
tect the guilty? Clearly, Josephus, the Judahite, 
is telling us, his kinsmen, that the Idumeans 
were in league with Hyrcanus. He does not treat 
these two peoples as if they were the same. It is 
only the Jews and their modern dupes and mer¬ 
cenaries who treat Judahites and Idumeans as 
if they were the same ethnic culture. 

Now, the scribes were instrumental in getting 
the Pharisees a foothold in Judah. This is anoth¬ 
er aspect of history that our people do not know 


about. It is a fact that the House of Judah and 
the nation of Judah had employed Edomite 
scribes as recordkeepers, accountants, copyists, 
and as helpers since the days of King David. 
(These official employees are referred to in 
Scripture as Nethinim. Some Nethinim were 
Judahites. Others were Edomites.) Some of 
these Edomite scribes may have been loyal em¬ 
ployees, but I guarantee you that most of them 
were agents of the foreign devils, acting as spies 
for the Edomites. Just as Jews today are Jews 
first and Americans last, they are working for 
their own people, their own agenda, their own 
religion, their own culture, their own profit, 
their own Israeli State, and their own god, Sa¬ 
tan. Anyone who gives a Jew credit for being an 
American is thoroughly deceived, for all Jews 
are Jews first, Americans last, even if a particu¬ 
lar Jew may be friendly to a particular non-Jew. 
Tim is the Jewish way . Any Jew who deviates 
from it becomes an outcast with the full force of 
Jewish excommunication coming down upon 
him, as Arthur Koestler discovered when he 
published his book, The Thirteenth Tribe, ex¬ 
posing the fact that 95% of today’s Jews are not 
even Shemites, let alone Judahites or Israel¬ 
ites!!! 

To Be Continued 


The Modern Descendants of Zara-Judah 
W. H. Bennet & John D. Keyser 
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W HEN JACOB (ISRAEL) gave his 
dying blessing to his twelve sons, he 
associated each of them with some 
animal, object or personal characteristic which 
afterwards became the emblem of the tribe 
descended from him. Among these the LION, 
the emblem of Jacob's fourth son Judah, is of 
special importance. This lion, in a couchant 
(lying down) position, became the emblem of 
the tribe of Judah; then, in a passant position, it 


became the emblem of the Camp or Brigade of 
Judah. Later, with the addition of a crown, it 
became the emblem of the Royal House and the 
throne of Judah. Still later, in a rampant 
(standing on the hind legs with both forelegs 
elevated) posture and with a crown, it became 
the symbol of the two-tribed House and 
Kingdom of Judah. 

Yet this lion, usually portrayed as tawny or 
golden in colour, is not the only emblem of the 
descendants of Judah — or even the only lion! 

Zarah and Pharez 

In the last four verses of Genesis 38, we find 
recorded the birth of twin sons to Jacob's fourth 
son Judah. Notice what these verses say: 

Now it came to pass, at the time for giving birth, 
that behold, twins were in her womb. And so it 
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was, when she was giving birth, that the one put 
out his hand; and the midwife took a scarlet 
thread and bound it on his hand, saying, "This 
one came out first." Then it happened, as he drew 
back his hand that his brother came out 
unexpectedly; and she said, "How did you break 
through? This breach be upon you!" Therefore 
his name was called Perez. Afterward his brother 
came out who had the scarlet thread on his hand. 
And his name was called Zerah [Zarah], 

This is one of the most important events recorded 
in Bible history. The births of a great many other 
people are recorded in the Bible, but in this one 
case ONLY are the details given — why? Why 
is this particular birth singled out for such special 
attention? 

This birth was a matter of great and special 
significance because Judah's other sons could 
not inherit the prophetic promise that from his 
descendants would come the future Royal 
Family of the nation of Israel. This was because 
they were the children of a forbidden union — 
their mother was a Canaanite! Therefore, with 
the older of these two boys destined to be the 
ancestor of the future Royal Family of Israel, the 
question of which of them was bom first (and 
therefore the heir) was a matter of very great 
importance. It was also, as the Bible shows, the 
basis or beginning of serious family trouble. 

In the record of the birth, we find that the hand 
of Zarah (Zara) appeared first, and that the 
midwife tied a scarlet thread or cord around his 
wrist, saying: "This came out first." We then read 
that the hand was withdrawn, and that the birth 
of Pharez ensued. Here, indeed, was the seed of 
family discord. Which boy was the firstborn and, 
therefore, the heir: Zara with the scarlet cord 
around his wrist and the pronouncement "This 
came out first" or Pharez (Perez) whose birth 
was completed first? 

Eventually Pharez was declared the rightful heir, 
and from him descended the official branch of 
the Tribe of Judah and the Davidic Royal House. 
Now how did Zara and his descendants react to 
what they, undoubtedly, considered a wrong 
decision that robbed them of their rightful 
inheritance? 

That they did not accept this ruling and that 
many of them left the main body of Israel during 
the time of the bondage in Egypt, becomes very 


clear when we examine the tribal genealogies as 
recorded in the Old Testament. These record the 
main lines of descent from Pharez-Judah for a 
very long period of time — but the record of the 
descendants of Zara-Judah apparently ends with 



the third generation. 

Since these genealogies — and especially those 
of the chief families in each tribe — were kept 
with great care, any omission would indicate that 
those omitted were NO LONGER in the land 
when the record was made. As the genealogy of 
Zara-Judah apparently ceases with the third 
generation, it naturally follows that most (if not 
all) of Zara's descendants must have left the main 
body during the time of Israel's captivity in 
Egypt — and therefore BEFORE the Exodus. 
With this mind WHERE, then, did they go? 

Since they were descendants of Judah their 
emblem was a lion. It is very unlikely that they 
would give up this emblem of their identity and 
descent — even though bitterly resentful towards 
the rest of the Tribe of Judah. They therefore 
kept the lion as their emblem, but added their 
own variations to it to show that they were 
entirely separate and distinct from the Tribe of 
Judah in Israel. In their bitterness they would 
make the difference as great as possible without 
actually doing away with the symbol. So, instead 
of a tawny couchant lion, they depicted theirs as 
both rampant and red. As a result, the Rampant 
Red Lion became an emblem of the Zara branch 
of the Tribe of Judah. 

The Red Hand 

Returning again to the birth of Judah's twin sons 
as recorded in Genesis 38, we find that the 
peculiar circumstances of this birth gave the 
descendants of Zarah (Zara) ANOTHER 
EMBLEM. Note again verse 28 — 

And so it was, when she was giving birth, that 
the one put out his hand; and the midwife took 
a SCARLET THREAD and bound it on his 
HAND, saying, "This one came out first." 
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Here we have an emblem which is 
ABSOLUTELY UNIQUE, one which could 
apply to NO ONE ELSE and one to which the 
historical record draws special and emphatic 
attention — a HAND, RED from the blood of 
birth, circled by a SCARLET THREAD or cord. 
In this unique way a Red Hand, or a Red Hand 
circled by a Scarlet Thread or cord, also became 
an emblem of the Zara branch of the Tribe of 
Judah. 

Pre-Exodus Migrations 

As we have already seen, the descendants of 
Zara-Judah, or most of them, decided to leave 
their brethren and flee out of Egypt to some new 
land (or lands) where they could establish 
independent kingdoms of their own. History and 
tradition records that they divided into two or 
more groups which then fled across the 
Mediterranean Sea from Egypt in different 
directions. 

One of these groups was led by Calcol — also 
known as Cecrops — a great-grandson of Zara. 
Calcol and his group fled to Greece and founded 
the city of Athens. Another group, led by Darda 
or Dardanus, ended up in the Troad and became 
the ancestors of the Trojans. Not long prior to 
the Exodus, Gathelus (Miledh), a son of Cecrops 
or Calcol, returned to Egypt after killing a man. 
After assisting one of the pharaohs in his fight 
against the Ethiopians, Gathelus was given the 
hand of the pharaoh's daughter SCOTA in 
marriage. After living seven years in Egypt, 
Gathelus fled the land at the outset of the plagues 
and traveled westward to a land known today as 
Spain, where he settled for a number of years. 
During their time in Spain, Gathelus and his 
people founded a city which still bears the name 
of their ancestor Zara — Zaragossa. 

At this point we should realize that these 
descendants of Zara were racially Hebrews, 
being descended from Eber (Heber) through 
Abraham. Wherever they traveled they left this 
name like a footprint marking their journey to 
distant lands. Thus the river on the banks of 
which they founded the city of Zaragossa is still 
to this day called the Ebro, and to the land itself 
they gave the name Iberia — the land of the 
Hiberi or Hebrews. 

After residing for some time in Spain, Gathelus 
died and his widow Scota, along with her sons, 


left the land and voyaged northward to the island 
we now call Ireland. Once again, they took their 
name with them, calling their new home Hiber- 
land or Hibernia, and the islands to the north of 
it, the Hebrides. Then, with Eremon as their king, 
these descendants of Zara-Judah founded the 
Kingdom of Ulster shortly after the Exodus, 
AND FROM THAT TIME UNTIL THE 
PRESENT, a matter of nearly 3,400 years, the 
emblem of Ulster has been a Red Hand circled 

with a Scarlet Cord. 

The Red Hand As a 
Racial Emblem 

Not only that, but three 
of Ulster's six counties 
(as well as the towns 
of Bangor and 
Dungannon) have the 
Red Hand as a part of 
their official emblems. 

Now it is true, of 
course, that since the division of Ireland in 1920 
the official Arms of Northern Ireland show the 
Red Hand alone without the Scarlet Cord, but 
this in no way alters the fact that the ancient and 
traditional emblem of Ulster was — and still is — 
a Red Hand circled by a Scarlet Cord. 

The use of the Red Hand as a racial emblem is 
not confined to just Ulster — or even to just 
Ireland. In Scotland it is found in the Arms of 
several of the old families and in those of at least 
fourteen of the Clan Chiefs: Davidson, MacBain, 
MacDonell, Macintosh, MacKinnon, MacLean, 
MacLachlan, MacNeil, MacNaughten, 
MacPherson, MacGillivray, MacDonald of 
Sleat, Clanranald, and Shaw of Rothiemurchus. 
Colour variants of the emblem appear in the 
Arms of several other chiefs. 

Therefore, by their use of the Red Hand, some 
of the people of Scotland also point to their 
Israelitish origins as descendants of the Zara 
branch of the Tribe of Judah. 

The Declaration of Arbroath 

At this point an interesting question arises — how 
is it that the Scots who later invaded what is now 
called Scotland in 501 A.D. also have among 
their emblems the Red Hand that has been 
associated with Ulster since around 1350 B.C.? 
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Not all of the Scots came 
solely from Ulster. Their 
own records state that a 
large number of them 
came from Scythia, 
which is the ancient name 
of the country to the west 
and north of the Caspian Sea. Thus, in the 
Register House in Edinburgh, Scotland there is 
an ancient document called the Declaration of 
Arbroath, which consists of an official letter sent 
to the Pope by the Parliament of Scotland in 
1320 A.D. and signed by King Robert the Bruce 
and some thirty of the Scottish nobles, in which 
it is clearly stated that this branch of the Scots 
came directly from Scythia after living for a long 
period of time in Spain. This document states 
that they moved from Spain to the country now 
called Scotland "1200 years after the outgoing 
of the people of Israel." 

It could very well be that this branch of the Scots 
originally came to Spain with Gathelus (who 
himself came originally from Scythia) and then 
elected to stay in Spain when Scota and her sons 
moved into Ireland. They could have then joined 
their brethren in Scotland many years later after 
a long stay in Spain. 

However, it could be argued that this "outgoing 
of the people of Israel" refers to the fall of Israel 
and the deportation of the Ten Tribes to Assyria, 
rather than the exodus of Israel from Egypt. If 
this refers to the Exodus — which occurred 
somewhere around the year 1487 B.C. — then 
this means that the Scots, if they came into what 
is now Scotland 1,200 years later, must have 
arrived there around the year 287 B.C. — whereas 
Scottish history shows that they did not arrive 
until approximately 500 A.D. 

If the deportation of Israel to Assyria is meant 
(which was completed in 718 B.C.) then this 
branch of the Scots arrived in Scotland in 483 
A.D. (or a few more years later as indicated in 
the 1703 translation of the Declaration of 
Arbroath), which brings us very close to the year 
501 A.D. which Scottish history gives as the date 
the Scots did indeed arrive. 

If, then, this branch of the Scots came from 
Scythia through Spain directly into Scotland, it 
seems very unlikely that the Red Hand of 
Scottish heraldry came solely from Ulster. In 
support of this we should note that the Red Hand, 


as it appears in Scottish heraldry, is NOT 
encircled by a Scarlet Cord as was the ancient 
Ulster emblem. 

However, despite this slight difference, it is 
obvious that the Red hand (sometimes pink) as 
it appears in Scottish heraldry and the Red Hand 
of Ulster are the same emblem. 

When we consider the fact that this later branch 
of the Scots claim they came into Scotland from 
Scythia and that they mention their stay in Spain, 
but say nothing of a stay in Ulster, it becomes 
evident that the Red Hand must have been an 
ANCESTRAL EMBLEM which both branches 
of the Scots brought with them from some 
ancient homeland. 

Of even GREATER IMPORTANCE is the fact 
that the Scots dated the arrival of a later branch 
in Scotland from an event in the history of Israel. 
This is something they would be very 
UNLIKELY to do unless they themselves were 
Israelites. Further, they say they came from 
Scythia, which is the place to which the Israel 
people migrated after their departure from 
Assyria.In view of the origin of the Red Hand 
emblem recorded in Genesis 38, and in the fact 
that a Red Hand thereby became one of the 
emblems of the descendants of Zara-Judah, we 
have to conclude that the people who brought 
the Red Hand to Ulster so long ago, and the Scots 
who later brought it to Scotland — though 
coming at different times — had a COMMON 
ORIGIN in the Zara branch of the Israelitish 
Tribe of Judah. 

Finally, in consideration of the heraldic 
significance of the Red Hand, we should note 
that, as descendants of Zara-Judah, the first 
settlers in Ulster were also entitled to use the 
Rampant Red Lion. In the official Arms of 
Northern Ireland we indeed see that it holds an 
important place therein. Another point of interest 
in these Arms is that the Red Hand has as its 
background a six-pointed star which is 
reminiscent of the form of the hexagram. 
[Editor’s Note: The Hexagram on the Ulster 
flag indicates that the province is under the 
control of Gog, whose headquarter’s is in the 
City of London, 6 being a component of the 
number of the beast 666, and for that reason the 
province’s territory was reduced to 6 counties 
instead of 9 as it was prior to partition, where the 
red hand was displayed in a shield.] 
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Dardanus 

With these things in mind, let us now turn to that 
other part of Zara's descendants which fled out 
of Egypt under the leadership of another of 
Zara's great-grandsons called Darda. In the 
Authorized Version of the Old Testament this 
name is spelled Dara, but in the margin the 
alternate spelling is Darda — and the Judean 
historian Josephus calls him DARDANUS. This 
is significant because the group which he led 
went northward across the Mediterranean Sea to 
the northwest comer of what we now call Asia 
Minor. There, under the rale of Darda 
(Dardanus) they established a Kingdom, later 
called Troy, on the southern shore of that narrow 
body of water which bears his name to this day 
— Dardanelles.Hundreds of years later this 
Kingdom was destroyed in a war with the 
Greeks. Some of the survivors fled northward 
into Europe where their emblem, the Rampant 
Red Lion, appears in the Arms of some of the 
nations, provinces and old families in the lands 
near or bordering the North Sea. 

Others fled westward across the Mediterranean 
to Spain and on to the British Isles where, with 
some members of other Israelite tribes, they were 
the first settlers in much of what is now called 
Scotland. A large group led by Prince Brutus (a 
direct descendant of Dardanus and Zara) lived 
in Italy for a while where they founded a royal 
line before moving on to Britain by way of 
Spain. They arrived in Britain around the year 
1100 B.C. 

Although Britain had a considerable population 
long before the arrival of these Trojans, their 
coming and the setting up of this transplanted 
Trojan Kingdom is the ACTUAL BEGINNING 
of the British nation. 

The Rampant Red Lion 

From that time until the coming of the Saxons 
into South Britain (England) 1,600 years later, a 
RAMPANT RED LION was the emblem of ALL 
Britain. With the coming of the Saxons its use 
in England as a national emblem was 
discontinued, being replaced by the emblems 
brought in by the Saxons and Normans. 
Nevertheless, in North Britain (Scotland) it is the 
chief emblem — as found in the Scottish Standard. 
The fact that the use of the Rampant Red Lion 
as a clan and family emblem is found in Scotland 


indicates that many of the Scottish people are 
descended from Zara-Judah. An examination of 
the Arms of the Clan Chiefs and other ancient 
families will show that at least twenty of them 
contain a Rampant Red Lion. A colour variant 
of this emblem appears in several more: The 
Earldom of Fife; Abemethy, Lord Saltoun; 
Dundas; Duff, Farquharson; Guthrie; Hepburn, 
Earl of Bothwell; Leslie; Lindsay; MacBain; 
Macintosh; MacLachlan; Clanranald; Maitland, 
Earl of Lauderdale; Moncreiffe; MacDonald of 
Sleat; Shaw of Rothiemurchus; Spens of 
Lathallan; Stuart, Marquis of Bute; and Wemyss. 
It is also important to note that the Rampant Red 
Lion appears on the Royal Standard and on the 
shield in the Royal Arms. Further, it was also the 
ancestral emblem of the Royal Houses of several 
of the ancient principalities of Wales — for 
instance Bleddyn ap Cynfyn who died in 1075 
A.D. A colour variant of this emblem appears in 
the Arms of several of the other ancient Welsh 
Royal Houses. Even in England it, or a colour 
variant of it, appears in a few municipal Arms 
and in a much larger number of family Arms. 
Important, too, is the fact that the Rampant Red 
Lion emblem appears in the heraldry of the 
Netherlands — either on the shield or as a 
supporter — in the provincial Arms of South 
Holland, North Holland, Utrecht, Zeeland, 
Limburgh and Overijssel; and in the municipal 
Arms of some fifty other places. 

In this article we have presented evidence of the 
ancient usage of the Red Hand as the emblem of 
Ulster, and its use in much of the rest of Ireland 
and in Scotland. Also, we noted that the Rampant 
Red Lion was the emblem of ancient Britain. 
What the reader may have overlooked, however, 
is that for at least 1,500 years before the coming 
of the Saxons into Britain these two emblems of 
the Zara-Judah branch of the Israelitish Tribe of 
Judah were the chief emblems of the British Isles 
— the RED HAND in Ireland and the 
RAMPANT RED LION in Britain. 



The End 
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Did God Build A “Nation” Or A “Race”? (Part 2) 


By: 

Edward Charles Anderson 



Gen 24:2 And 

Abraham said unto his 
eldest servant of his 
house, that ruled over 
all that he had, Put, I 
pray thee, thy hand 
I under my thigh: 


I 


would like to 
clarify the word 
‘servant” here. 
It “can” be used to refer to a “slave” but since 
there are about eight different meanings to this 
word, it does not have to mean that this person 
WAS a “slave.” It can and has been used to show 
a lower ranked person in reference to a higher 
ranked person. Also, WHY would a “slave” rule 
over all Abraham had when Isaac is a SON, and 
was around 37 years old at this time, an adult, 
who was fully capable to inherit and rule over 
his own father’s household!? I contend that this 
“servant” would be the “firstborn” of Abraham’s 
concubines and THAT would be a reason why 
he had “rule” over ALL that he had. 


WERE NOT COUNTED AS A PART OF THIS 
NATION: PLEASE SEE EXODUS 1:5 if you 
have any doubts about this. We see the same 
pattern repeated when Rebecca tells Isaac to send 
Jacob to her family to get a wife, and this again, 
would have been a moot point if all Jacob had 
to do was marry one of the “servants” since, it 
is taught, they were all “intermarrying” among 
the household of Abraham and Isaac. Ahhh, I 
don’t think so, and these verses PROVE it!!! 
Once again, sloppy and flippant studying of the 
Scriptures. 

Gen 27:46 And Rebekah said to Isaac, I am 
weary of my life because of the daughters of 
Heth: if Jacob take a wife of the daughters of 
Heth, such as these which are of the daughters 
of the land, what good shall my life do me? 

Gen 28:1 And Isaac called Jacob, and blessed 
him, and charged him, and said unto him, Thou 
shalt not take a wife of the daughters of 
Canaan. 


Gen 24:3 And I will make thee swear by the 
LORD, the God of heaven, and the God of the 
earth, that thou shalt not take a wife unto my son 
of the daughters of the Canaanites, among whom 
I dwell: 

Gen 24;4 But thou shalt go unto my country, 
and to my kindred, and take a wife unto my son 
Isaac. 

I have a question for those that espouse the 
“NATION” theology. My question is: If God 
was ONLY building a “NATION,” and that 
would have included ALL of the “servants” of 
Abraham’s household, then WHY did Abraham 
send his servant BACK TO ABRAHAM’S 
FAMILY TO GET A WIFE FOR ISAAC, when 
all Isaac had to do was just marry one of the 
servants!!!??? After all, he already was given the 
Promise of Covenant through his seed/children, 
so it shouldn’t have mattered if he married one 
of the “servants” since it is taught / preached / 
believed that these “servants” were counted as 
Abraham’s household/NATION!? Answer 
PLEASE!!?? It is apparent that these “servants” 


Isaac COULD have told Jacob, “I don’t want you 
to take a wife of the daughters of Canaan, you 
need to take a wife from the “servants” of 
Abraham my Father, or one of the “servants” that 
I have acquired, since God is building a 
“NATION” and NOT a “RACE”!!! THIS is what 
SHOULD have happened if these “servants” 
were counted among the “NATION” of Israel, 
and NOT by RACE, but we do NOT see that in 
Scripture, we see “RACE” being accounted for 
here. There is no getting around this in the 
Scriptures. 

Gen 28:2 Arise, go to Padanaram, to the house 
of Bethuel thy mother's father; and take thee a 
wife from thence of the daughters of Laban thy 
mother's brother. 

Now, it will become apparent AFTER the sons 
of Jacob are bom, that THEY have some wives 
that were not of Hebrew ancestry, even as Joseph 
was given an Egyptian for a wife. I am well 
aware of these problems, and it can be argued 
that this “proves” that God built a “NATION” 
and not a “RACE” but time works ALL 
problems out. From the Scriptures I will now 
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show, I believe that God has the power to make 
sure people “interbreed,” if I may be allowed to 
use that term, to phase out outside genetics. 

But one last point in the life of Jacob that can be 
proven that God was building a “RACE” and not 
just a “NATION” with Israel: 

Gen 32:16 And he delivered them into the 
hand of his servants, every drove by themselves; 
and said unto his servants, Pass over before me, 
and put a space betwixt drove and drove. 

This verse proves that Jacob had “servants” as 
these were the ones that drove the animals that 
Jacob presented to Esau as gifts, when Jacob was 
returning to Canaan. Yet, we are told in EX. 1:5 
that it was only the people that were directly 
descended from Jacob that was counted in 
Egypt. Either a lot of people are dyslexic and 
can’t read very well or they have a theological 
bias that they are trying to pass onto the gullible 
that is not proven by Scripture. It is clearly 
shown that God was building a “Race” from the 
descendants of Isaac, the ones that had the Right 
of the Covenant promised in Gen. 17:19!!! 
Again, the “servants” from Abraham, Isaac, and 
Jacob were not intermarrying within the Tribe!!! 
It was only “direct descendants” that were 
counted!!! 

This is the other major verse that they use to try 
to prove God was building a “Nation” and not 
a “Race:” 

Exo 12:38 And a mixed multitude went up also 
with them; and flocks, and herds, even very 
much cattle. 

I have to agree in this instance that this “mixed 
multitude” had been absorbed into the gene pool 
by Israel, but by that time, there were around five 
MILLION Israelites so it would not have 
affected the gene pool of the Israelites that much. 
Again, God can get people to pair off that would 
phase out a lot of outside genetics. A good case 
in point is that America has had some 300 plus 
years of immigration and up until 1960; it was 
still roughly 90% Caucasian. It was only after 
the “sexual revolution” of the late 1960’s that 
there has been a heavy occurrence of inter-racial 
marriages, but even today, in 2014, the majority 
of the population is still 69% Caucasian. So even 
if there were a “mixed multitude” in Israel, they 
were not the majority, and as the case in the US, 


it has not been proven that this “multitude” all 
married Israelites or they had that much effect 
on the gene pool. I am very well aware of Rahab 
Ai & Ruth, outsiders, marrying into Israel, but 
as I stated, this was the “exception” and not the 
norm, and had very little affect on the gene pool. 
Still, on the matter of the Israelite people 
intermarrying with all of the countries around 
them, they were commanded to be a Separate 
People: 



Num 36:6 This is the thing which the Lord doth 
command concerning the daughters of 
Zelophehad, saying, Let them marry to whom 
they think best; only to the family of the tribe of 
their father shall they marry. 

As can be seen from the above verse, even the 
daughters of Zelophehad had to marry within 
their own Tribe, they could not marry anyone 
from outside of it. Again, if God was only 
building a “Nation” out of Israel and not a 
“Race” there would not have been a need to 
prohibit marriage outside of the Tribe. Even the 
other Israelite Tribes had been forbidden in this 
instance so this was not a matter of marrying 
“foreign/pagan” men as some would want to 
postulate. 

We are told in the verse below that God had 
Separated Israel from ALL of the other Nations 
of the earth!!! There was no need to do this if 
any Tom, Dick, or Harry could marry any 
Israelite man/woman they chose since they 
would have all been “counted” as an Israelite if 
God was only building a “Nation.” 

IKi 8:53 For thou didst separate them from 
among all the people of the earth, to be thine 
inheritance, as thou spakest by the hand of Moses 
thy servant, when thou broughtest our fathers out 
of Egypt, O Lord GOD. Well, these people who 
espouse the “Nation” building concept have to 
twist some Scripture to do it and I have to give 
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them credit for at least being consistent if 
nothing else. One of the ones that they throw in 
to “prove” their “Nation” thesis is: 

Lev 19:34 But the stranger that dwelleth with 
you shall be unto you as one bom among you, 
and thou shalt love him as thyself; for ye were 
strangers in the land of Egypt: I am the Lord 
your God. 

If they would only go back to Gen. 17:19, 21 
and remember who that Covenant was made 
with, there should not be any confusion as to 
whether God was establishing a “Nation” or a 
“Race.” If Ishmael and Esau and their 
descendents, or the children of Abraham with 
his concubines, who were Direct offspring from 
Abraham could not get the Covenant, just where 
do they think Strangers / Foreigners could get 
it!? This verse was about equality legally, not 
about having a part of the Covenant. And they 
even try to twist Rom. 9:6-8 to try to state that 
these verses are talking about a “remnant” who 
acquired God’s salvation by Grace and this 
included the pagans/heathens who accepted 
Yahweh/Christ. Problem is, if they would have 
looked at what was stated in Genesis they would 
have correctly understood these verses in 
Romans. 

Rom 9:6 Not as though the word of God hath 
taken none effect. For they are not all Israel, 
which are of Israel: 

Rom 9:7 Neither, because they are the seed of 
Abraham, are they all children: but, In Isaac shall 
thy seed be called. 

Rom 9:8 That is, They which are the children 
of the flesh, these are not the children of God: 
but the children of the promise are counted for 
the seed. 

What Paul is saying here is that all of Abraham’s 
other children either through Hagar, Keturah, or 
his concubines, plus the strangers in Israel, 
who were to be counted as “Israelites,” 
remember Lev. 19:34, are not the ones that 
received the Covenant/Promises, only those 
descended from Isaac!!! 

The “children of the flesh” were all of 
Abraham’s other children, but it is to be through 
Isaac’s line that was to have this Covenant. You 
have to always go back to the source of Paul’s 


Abraham’s Family Tree 



use of Scripture because he usually convolutes 
the Scriptures when he states something. I fully 
understand why Peter had to warn us that Paul 
was so hard to understand, even for the 
apostles!!! It took almost a lifetime for me to 
figure this out myself and I am passing what I 
learned to any who will look into this. Far from 
proving Rom. 9:6-8 shows that God was building 
a “Nation” which anyone could get in on the 
Covenant/Promises; it once again proves that 
God was building a “Race” from the line of 
Isaac!!! Let us look at a few more verses to see 
if God was building a “Nation” or a “Race.” 

Ezr 10:2 And Shechaniah the son of Jehiel, one 
of the sons of Elam, answered and said unto 
Ezra, We have trespassed against our God, and 
have taken strange wives of the people of the 
land: yet now there is hope in Israel concerning 
this thing. 

Ezr 10;3 Now therefore let us make a covenant 
with our God to put away all the wives, and such 
as are bom of them, according to the counsel of 
my lord, and of those that tremble at the 
commandment of our God; and let it be done 
according to the law. 

Ezr 10:11 Now therefore make confession unto 
the LORD God of your fathers, and do his 
pleasure: and separate yourselves from the 
people of the land, and from the strange wives. 

Ezr 10:12 Then all the congregation answered 
and said with a loud voice, As thou hast said, so 
must we do. 

If God was only building a “Nation” then there 
would not have been a problem with the 
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Israelites marrying all of these foreign women. 
They would have been counted as being a part 
of that “Nation” just as they try to state that all 
of these “servants” in Abraham, Isaac, and 
Jacob’s household were intermarrying with 
Isaac’s offspring. But it is clear, that the intent 
was to keep the “bloodline/race” pure. Yes, there 
will be some that will try to state that the problem 
with these foreign women was that they were 
idol worshippers, and that was why they had to 
be put away. Really!? You mean to tell me that 
there wasn’t one “Godly” foreign woman in that 
whole lot!? Not one Rahab; not one Ruth; not 
one Asenath!? Not one!? Not one!? And the 
kids had to go!!! Please tell me it ain’t so!! 

Let’s look at a few more verses that these 
“Nation” folks like to throw up to prove that 
God was building a “Nation” of Israel and not 
a “RACE:” 

Num 31:9 And the children of Israel took all the 
women of Midian captives, and their little ones, 
and took the spoil of all their cattle, and all their 
flocks, and all their goods. 

Num 31:14 And Moses was wroth with the 
officers of the host, with the captains over 
thousands, and captains over hundreds, which 
came from the battle. 

Num 31:15 And Moses said unto them, Have 
ye saved all the women alive? 

Num 31:16 Behold, these caused the children 
of Israel, through the counsel of Balaam, to 
commit trespass against the LORD in the matter 
of Peor, and there was a plague among the 
congregation of the LORD. 

Num 31:17 Now therefore kill every male 
among the little ones, and kill every woman that 
hath known man by lying with him. 

Num 31:18 But all the women children, that 
have not known a man by lying with him, keep 
alive for yourselves. 

As can be seen from the verses above, Moses 
was angry that they spared the women. There 
should not have been any Midianite woman 
alive!!! But Moses takes it upon himself to allow 
the captive virgins to be allowed to marry into 
the Tribes without getting any direction from 
God about what to do with the women. This does 


not prove God was building a “Nation” of 
anyone with the Israelites, but only that Moses 
took it upon Himself to allow these captive 
virgins to marry into the Tribes. Again, we have 
to ask ourselves that if God was only building a 
“Nation” out of Israel, there should not have 
been a problem with ALL of these women 
marrying into the Tribes, provided they cease 
their idolatries. 

I have shown that there 
was no “intermarrying” 
among the household of 
Abraham, Isaac, or 
Jacob (left - Zubaron 
painting) with the 
“servants” in their 
households, I have 
shown that Israel was to 
keep themselves 

separate from the 
Nations of the world, I 
have shown that they 
were to marry with their 
own Tribes, I have 
shown that time after time it was always about 
The Race / bloodline of Isaac and not just a 
common “Nation” building that was going on 
with the People of Israel. In closing there are a 
few more verses I will touch upon to prove the 
thesis of “Race” not “Nation” and I go to: 

Heb 2:16 For surely it is not angels that he 
helps, but he helps the offspring of Abraham. 

This is in the English Standard Version. This is 
a more modem Version based on better Greek 
Manuscripts and it shows that “he” (Jesus) helps 
the “seed” (children) of Abraham, and I have 
already shown, and everyone who has rightly 
studied this should know, that it is the children 
of Isaac who are the inheritors of the Covenant 
/ Promises, No one else!! 

Please see my book “With Fury Poured Out” to 
verify this with more Biblical proof. The world 
will benefit from the Covenant as they are 
grafted into the Kingdom of the ones that have 
that Right of the Covenant. The problem and 
confusion arises that if the Covenant is based on 
“Race” and not on a “Nation” then HOW do the 
people of the world acquire the benefits of the 
Covenant!? The answer is the SAME as it was 
in Lev. 19:34. As long as the foreigners dwell in 
the Kingdom as an Israelite, they are to be treated 
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as an Israelite and to be counted as one among 
them. Still, the actual Covenant belongs to the 
children of Isaac as per Gen. 17:19 and Rom. 
9:6-8. As I stated in the beginning of this article, 
God IS building a “Nation” out of Israel, but He 
is using a “Race,” the descendants of Isaac, to 
do it. Everyone else benefits as they join 
themselves to these People. 

Isa 14;1 For the LORD will have mercy on 
Jacob, and will yet choose Israel, and set them 
in their own land: and the strangers shall be 
joined with them, and they shall cleave to the 
house of Jacob. 

Eze 47:23 And it shall come to pass, that in 
what tribe the stranger sojoumeth, there shall ye 
give him his inheritance, saith the Lord GOD. 


Kingdom, the people who do not have a Right 
to the Covenant are called strangers among the 
Tribes!!! This is one of the strongest proofs that 
God is building a nation from the Race of Isaac, 
and not from all of the people of the world!!! I 
could add a lot more verses and proofs than I 
have so far, but the article would have to be a 
book; and I have written such a book to prove a 
“Race ” and not just a “Nation” that included all 
of the other people of the world through “Jesus.” 
But surely one ought to be able to understand 
that God built a Nation from the Race of the 
children of Isaac, as promised, and with no one 
else, as per Jer. 31:31 and restated in Heb. 
8:8-10. The other non-inheritors of the Covenant 
benefit as they adhere to the children of Isaac as 
per IS. 14:1, and the Laws of that Israelite 
Kingdom. 


As can be seen from the above verses, when the 
children of Israel are returned to the Land of 
Israel when Jesus returns to set up His Messianic 
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The Jew, The Talmud, And The Language 

From Pastor Dan - USA 




A B B I 
MOR- 
.RIS N. 
KERTZER re¬ 
veals the follow¬ 
ing concerning 
the Talmud, the 
Jew, and the lan¬ 
guage. "The Tal¬ 
mud consists of 
63 books of legal, 
ethical and historical writings of the ancient 
rabbis. 

It was edited five centuries after the birth of 
Jesus. It is a compendium of law and lore. It is 
the legal code which forms the basis of Jewish 
religious law and it is the textbook used in the 
training of Rabbis." Published in "Look" maga¬ 
zine, June 17, 1952. Morris goes on to say: 
"From the birth of Jesus until this day there have 
never been recorded more vicious and vile 
libellous blasphemies of Jesus, or Christians and 
the Christian faith by anyone, anywhere or 
anytime than you will find between the covers 
of the infamous '63 books' which are 'the legal 
code which forms the basis of Jewish Religious 
law' as well as the 'textbook used in the training 
of rabbis.'" Rabbi Morris continues: 


"As to the origin of the present "Jews" in Pales¬ 
tine he states that those Jews derived from 
Eastern Europe are not descendants of the Khaz- 
ars, a nation most people do not even know of." 
Morris goes on to say: "The so-called or self- 
styled "Jews" in Eastern Europe in modern 
history cannot legitimately point to a single 
ancient ancestor who ever set even a foot on the 
soil of Palestine in the era of Bible history. 
Research also revealed that the so-called or 
self-styled "Jews" in Eastern Europe were never 
"Semites," are not "Semites" now, nor can they 
ever be regarded as "Semites" at any future time 

by any stretch of the imagination What secret 

mysterious power has been able for countless 
generations to keep the origin and the history of 
the Khazars and Khazar Kingdom out of history 
text-books and out of class-room courses in 
history throughout the world? 

The origin and history of the Khazars and Khazar 
Kingdom are certainly incontestable historical 
facts." The Khazars were an Asiatic nation (The 
Jewish Encyclopaedia states) that converted to 
Talmudic Judaism and that had conquered a vast 
area of Eastern Europe which was in turn later 
conquered by the Russians in the 10th-13th 
Centuries. Rabbi Morris writes: "After a historic 


(Page 20) 




session with representatives of the three mono¬ 
theistic religions King Bulan (7th Century) 
decided against Christian and Islam and selected 
as the future state religion, the religious worship 
then known as "Talmudism," and now known 
and practices as "Judaism." They adopted the 
Hebrew alphabet and "The Khazars adapted 
words to their requirements from the German, 
the Slavonic and the Baltic languages," this 
language was known as "Yiddish." Yiddish uses 
the Hebrew alphabetic characters but is not 
Hebrew." In accordance to this history the 
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religion of the modern 
state of Israel is based on 
Cabalistic and Talmudic 
traditions and is far re¬ 
moved from the Biblical 
worship of Yahweh. 

Rabbi Kertzer's book, 
What Is A Jew, which 
is available from 
Amazon.com for $2.81 
(published in 1953). 


The End OS21782 



Harold Stough Notes 

Bardsey Island 
Or 

Ynys Enlli 


The island is also known as the island of the 
currents and the saints. There are said to be the 
graves of 20,000 saints interred on the island. 
As well as being the burial place for monks and 
saints, it is said to be the final resting place of 
Merlin, who sleeps in a cave guarding the 
treasures of Britain, waiting for a time when he 
is needed again. 

The island was colonized by St Cadfan in 516, 
and was the home to an Augustinian Abbey. A 
place of pilgrimage for many years three trips 
here was said to equal one trip to Rome. The 
actual trip over to Bardsey Island was very 
treacherous due to the unpredictable currents 
within Bardsey Sound; the pilgrimage must have 
been a hair-raising experience. 

The isle is said to be haunted by ghostly monks, 
sometimes seen on the shore at night. Their 
appearance is said to foretell misfortune in the 
area. 

Directions: The island lies off the Lleyn 
Peninsula. There is a motor boat service from 
Aberdaron to Bardsey when the sea is not too 
rough 

The Welsh Holy Island 

When we consider the fame and the sanctity of 
the Isle of Bardsey and its monastery, but two 
miles off the end of the Lleyn Peninsula in 
Gwynedd, it is surprising to find how little is 


known of its history. There is plenty of legend 
and fable, but facts are disappointingly few. 



The Name 


The island is known to the Welsh as Ynys Enlli. 
This is usually interpreted as "Isle of the 
Currents" or "Tide-Race Island," in reference to 
the treacherous waters of Bardsey Sound. It may, 
however, be a slightly corrupted form of Ynys 
Fenlli, "Benlli's Island". Benlli Gawr (the Giant) 
is said to have been an Irish warlord who 
conquered the Kingdom of Powys. He was 
deposed, from his fortress on Moel Fenlli, by St. 
Germanus (Garmon) around AD 447. 

The island's English name, Bardsey, must be 
Scandinavian and we may imagine the island to 
have been the home of a Viking named Bard or 
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Berd. There is a Bardsey in the West Riding of 
Yorkshire. A more obvious and romantic, though 
possibly groundless, interpretation would have 
the place as "Isle of the Bards," a sacred place 
of the ancient Celtic druids of pre-Roman Wales. 
Ancient legends tell that Merlin the Magician is 
buried here and some identify the island as 
Avalon where King Arthur died. 

Foundation of the Monastery 

The foundation of the well-known monastery on 
Bardsey is ascribed to King Einion of Lleyn, 
great-grandson of Cunedda Wledig, in 
conjunction with St. Cadfan. Einion, or Engan, 
is commemorated in the neighbouring Church 
of Llanengan. He lived in the first half of the 
sixth century. He also established the College of 
Penmen on Anglesey, of which his brother, 
Seiriol, was the principal. 

Cadfan, at the head of a large company of Saints, 
arrived in Britain from Brittany, about AD 546, 
having been driven from his territories by the 
Franks. He appears to have been a person of 
distinction and his companions were men of 
princely blood. They included SS. Tydecho, 
Cynllo, Cynan, Dochdwy, Mael, Sulien, Tanwg, 
Eithras, Llywen, Llyfab, Tegwyn, Padarn, 
Trunio and Maelrys. Later arrivals were 
Gwyndaf, Sadwrn and Hywyn. They all gave 


their names to various Churches across North 
Wales. 

The Early Celtic Church 

Before the Norman Conquest, the principal 
churches in Britain were in the hands of 
communities of Clergy, with an Abbot at their 
head and a "Clas" of Canons. The monks lived 
in separate cells or huts surrounded by a wall. In 
Wales, this formed the "Llan" which also 
contained the Church, the Abbot's Cell and the 
hospice, all built of timber and wattle. The 
monks at first were supported out of the 
monastery lands which they tilled themselves, 
but other endowments came later and then 
degeneration tended to set in. 

In the early period, the monks went about 
preaching or they might be sent out to found a 
new community; and, in the days when ascetic 
fervour was at its height, it was their ambition to 
discover some desert island in which they might 
live the life of self-denial. Thus the isles of the 
Atlantic coast in Ireland and Scotland came to 
be the "Isles of the Saints," and thus may have 
arisen the first settlement of the islands of 
Bardsey, St. Tudwals and Priestholm 

To be continued 


Behind the Balfour Declaration (2) 

Britain's Great War Pledge To Lord Rothschild 

By Robert John 

(he A. J. A. Morris, Routledge & Ke- 

The Great War great War gan Paul, 1984) 



U NTIL MID-1914, the 

surface of European 
diplomatic relations 
was placid, reflecting success¬ 
fully negotiated settlements of 
colonial and other questions. 

But certain British journalists 
were charged by their contem¬ 
poraries "that they deliberately 
set out to poison Anglo-Ger¬ 
man relations and to create by 
their scare mongering such a climate of public 
opinion that war between the two Great Powers 
became inevitable." (The Scaremongers: The 
Advocacy of War and Rearmament 1896-1914, 


Were they paid or pure? Every 
anti-German diatribe in British 
newspapers added to German gov¬ 
ernment concern as to whether it 
was part of a policy instigated or 
condoned by Downing Street. Fur¬ 
ther, there were groups in every 
major European country which 
could see only in war the possible 
means to further their interests or 
to thwart the ambitions of their 
rivals. This is why the assassina¬ 
tion of Archduke Franz Ferdinand, heir-apparent 
to the Austro-Hungarian throne, on 28 June in 
Sarajevo, soon set Europe crackling with fire, a 
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fire which naturally spread through the lines of 
communications to colonial territories as far 
away as China. 

On 28 July, Austria declared war on Serbia. 
Germany sent an ultimatum to Russia threaten¬ 
ing hostilities if orders for total mobilization of 
the Russian army and navy were not counter¬ 
manded. 

A telegram dated 29 July 1914 from the Czar 
Nicholas to the Emperor Wilhelm, proposing 
that the Austro-Serbian dispute should be re¬ 
ferred to the Hague Tribunal, remained unan¬ 
swered. At the same time Germany sent a 
message to France asking if she would remain 
neutral; but France, which had absorbed issue 
after issue of Russian railroad bonds in addition 
to other problems, was unequivocal in support¬ 
ing Russia. Amid mounting tension and frontier 
violations, Germany declared war on Russia and 
France. 

The French Chief-of-Staff, General Joseph Jof- 
fre, was prepared to march into Belgium if the 
Germans first violated its neutrality [381 which 
had been guaranteed by Britain, France, Prussia, 
Austria and Russia. German troops crossed the 
Belgian frontier (on 4 August at 8 a.m.) and the 
United Kingdom declared war on Germany. 

First Pledge 


Ford Kitchener, 
who had left Lon- 
don at 11:30 on 
the morning of 3 
August to return 
to Egypt after 
leave, was 
stopped at Dover 
and put in charge 
of the War 
Office. [391 At 

the first meeting 
of the War Coun¬ 
cil he warned his 
colleagues of a 
long struggle which would be won not at sea but 
on land, for which Britain would have to raise 
an army of millions of men and maintain them 
in the field for several years. [401 When the 
defense of Egypt was discussed at the meeting, 
Winston Churchill suggested that the ideal meth¬ 
od of defending Egypt was to attack the Gallipoli 


Peninsula which, if successful, would give Brit¬ 
ain control of the Dardenelles. But this operation 
was very difficult, and required a large force. He 
preferred the alternative of a feint at Gallipoli, 
and a landing at Haifa or some other point on the 
Syrian coast. 

In Turkey, the Sultan had taken the title of 
Khalif-al-IsIam, or supreme religious leader of 
Moslems everywhere, and emissaries were dis¬ 
patched to Arab chiefs with instructions that in 
the event of Turkey being involved in the Euro¬ 
pean hostilities, they were to declare a jihad, or 
Moslem holy war. A psychological and physical 
force which Kitchener of Khartoum, the avenger 
of General Gordon's death, understood very well. 
Kitchener planned to draw the sting of the jihad, 
which could affect British-Indian forces and rule 
in the East, by promoting an Arab revolt to be 
led by Hussein, who had been allowed by the 
Turks to assume his hereditary dignity as Sherif 
of Mecca and titular ruler of the Hejaz. Kitchener 
cabled on 13 October 1914 to his son, Abdullah, 
in Mecca, saying that if the Arab nation assisted 
England in this war, England would guarantee 
that no internal intervention took place in Arabia, 
and would give the Arabs every assistance 
against external aggression. 

A series of letters passed between Sherif Hussein 
and the British Government through Sir Henry 
McMahon, High Commissioner for Egypt, de¬ 
signed to secure Arab support for the British in 
the Great War. One dated 24 October 1915 
committed HMG to the inclusion of Palestine 
within the boundaries of Arab independence 
after the war, but excluded the area now known 
as Lebanon. This is clearly recognized in a secret 
"Memorandum on British Commitments to King 
Hussein" prepared for the inner group at the 
Peace Conference in 1919. (See Appendix) I 
found a copy in 1964 among the papers of the 
late Professor Wm. Westermann, who had been 
adviser on Turkish affairs to the American 
Delegation to the Peace Conference. 

The Second Pledge 

As the major ally, France's claim to preference 
in parts of Syria could not be ignored. The 
British Foreign Minister, Sir Edward Grey, told 
the French Ambassador in London, Mr. Paul 
Gambon, on 21 October 1915, of the exchanges 
of correspondence with Sherif Hussein, and 
suggested that the two governments arrive at an 
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understanding with their Russian ally on their 
future interests in the Ottoman Empire. 

M. Picot was ap¬ 
pointed French 
representative 
with Sir Mark 
Sykes, now Sec¬ 
retary of the 
British War 
Cabinet, to de¬ 
fine the interests 
of their countries 
and to go to Rus¬ 
sia to include 
that country's 
views in their 
agreement. 

In the subsequent secret discussions with For¬ 
eign Secretary Sazonov, Russia was accorded 
the occupation of Constantinople, both shores of 
the Bosporus and some parts of "Turkish" 
Armenia. [K1 France claimed Febanon and Syria 
eastwards to Mosul. Palestine did in fact have 
inhabitants and shrines of the Greek and Russian 
Orthodox and Armenian churches, and Russia 
at first claimed a right to the area as their 
protector. This was countered by Sykes-Picot 
and the claim was withdrawn to the extent that 
Russia, in consultation with the other Allies, 
would only participate in deciding a form of 
international administration for Palestine. 

The Sykes-Picot Agreement was incompatible 
with the pledges made to the Arabs. When the 
Turks gave Hussein details of the Agreement 
after the Russian revolution, he confined his 
action to a formal repudiation. 

Fike the Hussein-McMahon Correspondence, 
the Tripartite Agreement made no mention of 
concessions to Zionism in the future disposition 
of Palestine, or even mention of the word "Jew." 
However it is now known that before the depar¬ 
ture of Sykes JTJ. for Petrograd on 27 February 
1916 for discussions with Sazonov, he was 
approached with a plan by Herbert Samuel, who 
had a seat in the Cabinet as President of the Focal 
Government Board and was strongly sympathet¬ 
ic to Herzl's Zionism. Mil 

The plan put forward by Samuel was in the form 
of a memorandum which Sykes thought prudent 
to commit to memory and destroy, Commenting 
on it, Sykes wrote to Samuel suggesting that if 


Belgium should assume the administration of 
Palestine it might be more acceptable to France 
as an alternative to the international administra¬ 
tion which she wanted and the Zionists did 
not. [421 Of boundaries marked on a map at¬ 
tached to the memorandum he wrote, "By ex¬ 
cluding Hebron and the East of the Jordan there 
is less to discuss with the Moslems, as the 
Mosque of Omar then becomes the only matter 
of vital importance to discuss with them and 
further does away with any contact with the 
bedouins, who never cross the river except on 
business. I imagine that the principal object of 
Zionism is the realization of the ideal of an 
existing centre of nationality rather than bound¬ 
aries or extent of territory. The moment I return 
I will let you know how things stand at Pd." [431 
However, in conversations both with Sykes and 
the French ambassador, Sazonov was careful not 
to commit himself as to the extent of the Russian 
interest in Palestine, but made it clear that Russia 
would have to insist that not only the holy places, 
but all towns and localities in which there were 
religious establishments belonging to the Ortho¬ 
dox Church, should be placed under international 
administration, with a guarantee for free access 
to the Mediterranean. [441 

Czarist Russia would not agree to a Zionist 
formula for Palestine; but its days were num¬ 
bered. 

To be continued 
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Strait Is The Gate - Matthew 7:13-14 
John Trotter - Winmalee, Australia, 


M ANY years 
ago I came 
to the con¬ 
clusion that if the ma¬ 
jority, or even a large 
minority of people be¬ 
lieved what I believed, 
then I would have to 
reconsider my beliefs. 
Over the decades it has 
become obvious that 
my views on many 
subjects have been the 
same as a very insignificant number of people: 
that is a remnant. 

Whilst searching for the Truth on many matters, 
even outside the scope of Scripture, you soon 
realise that very few are prepared to be in the 
minority. The Bible is very clear that Truth is 
more difficult to accept than some scandal or 
baseless opinion. Truth has fallen in the street 
(Isaiah 59:14). 

Because we do see through a "glass darkly" (1 
Corinthians 13:12) we at times have to not only 
leave the door slightly open to someone's point 
of view, but also at times rethink our own 
thoughts. By doing the above we not only ap¬ 
preciate humility but we will value TRUTH 
when it is clearly presented. 

Before I proceed with any comments the fol¬ 
lowing are taken from 3 translations of verse 14. 
"For narrow is the gate and being afflicted is the 
way, the one leading unto the life and few are 
the ones finding it"(The Apostolic Bible Poly¬ 
glot). "Because narrow is the gate, and con¬ 
stricted is the way leading away into Life, and 
few are those finding it" (Anointed Standard 
Translation). "How narrow the gate, and diffi¬ 
cult the path, that leads to life! And they are few 
who find it!" (Ferrar Fenton). 

It would appear from the above translations, as 
well as from Bullinger's Commentary that the 
more correct word for "strait" is narrow. As for 
the word "narrow" it is better to use the word 
straitened. One dictionary I have says that the 
word straiten can mean, "to cause to experience 


difficulties or distress, particularly financial 
hardship". 

Strong's Concordance says "strait" (4728) 
means, narrow or obstacles standing close. As 
for the word "narrow" (2346) it means, to 
crowd, afflict, suffer tribulation, or trouble. The 
word "find" as used in the King James Version, 
means more than just finding something by 
accident when walking down the street. The 
deeper meaning is to deliberately go searching. 
It is true that very few have that type of intent 
and determination to search out something that 
has some hidden value. Not many search to 
understand the many hidden treasures that are in 
the Bible. 

It is when we put effort and time into our search, 
that we then can value the prize. It is not too 
often that God grants us something for nothing. 
Once we have accepted the gifts from God that 
make us free, our faith is then often tested to 
prove our worth. It is this testing and tribulation 
that refines us and prepares us for honour that 
will be bestowed upon us if we are found wor¬ 
thy. The words of 1 Peter 1:6,7 say, "Wherein 
ye greatly rejoice though now for a season, if 
need be, ye are in heaviness through manifold 
temptations: That the trial of your faith, being 
much more precious than of gold that perisheth, 
though it be tried with fire, might be found unto 
praise and honour and glory at the appearing of 
Jesus Christ...." 

In 1 Peter 4:12,13 we are requested to rejoice 
during times of suffering. It is no wonder so few 
want to find or search out the strait way. This is 
especially the case when you look to other reli¬ 
gions when they portray life and meaning as 
being peaceful, harmonious, loving one another 
and any other phrases that cause you to think 
they have better things to offer. Walking with 
Christ can be very lonely especially when you 
separate yourself from the world. 

The idea of safety in numbers is not the case 
when you take up your cross and follow Him. 
Fame and fortune is not the goal of "followers 
of the Way"'. When you stand for the faith once 
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delivered unto the Saints you will soon realise it 
is not a popularity contest. 

When you search for the Truth, separation from 
the masses will soon become obvious. You will 
be outside the realms of consensus of opinion. 
If you are willing to be a free thinker , question 
and analyse what is spooned up to us on a daily 
basis, the strait or narrow gate will be more 
acceptable even to the septic of accepted reli¬ 
gion. But for those who seek the strait gate of 
Scripture will find their hope in Romans 15:4 
where it says: "For whatsoever things were 
written aforetime were written for our learning, 


that we through patience and comfort of the 
Scriptures might have hope". 

During this time of apostasy and lukewarmness we 
must accept the fact that being in the minority is in 
accordance with Scripture. Even Israel was chosen 
because she was one of the smallest nations (Deuter¬ 
onomy 7:7 ) . Jesus chose only 12 Disciples. The 
election process is structured on the basis that many 
are called but few are chosen. It is when we concen¬ 
trate on studying the Word, that walking along the 
way will have more meaning and understanding ; that 
times of tribulation will be seen as not only character 
building but help us to understand that the narrow 
gate will lead us to the meaning of life. 


The End OS21751 
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A conclusive report on the 
undeniable & self-evident 
Jewish creation of the EU 



"We [Jews] intend to turn 
Europe into a mixed tote of 
Astani and Negroi ruled over by 
the J ewi" 

Jewish EU 'founding father 1 
Richard C«uderib»ve-ti'ilergi m 
Praktifchcr Idcaliimus' ISIS 



One cannot completely and totally oppose the 
EU, without mentioning its anti-European 
agenda, the origins of which are undeniably and 
self-evidently Jewish, as are the staunchest 
promoters of a dysgenic, anti-European: ‘United 
States of Europe’, today and historically. 

The way the EU is set up in terms of internal 
policy creation results intentionally in a situation 
whereby interest groups have more influence on 
the actions of the European Commission than do 
the national interests of each member state, this 
is openly admitted in academia. 

This means groups like the European Jewish 
Parliament, European Jewish Congress, the 
international ADL and numerous other Jewish- 
centric organisations and lobby groups led by 


singular individuals such as Moshe Kantor 
(co-author of the policy suggestion paper ‘Model 
statutes for the promotion of Tolerance’) have 
more influence than any singular nation state on 
the formation of EU Commission policy. 

The democratic deficit (technocratic 
dictatorship) inherent in the EU is also openly 
admitted within academia, not only is it 
admitted, it is stated that the lack of democracy 
was a deliberate part of the European Union, up 
until the formation of the European Parliament 
in 1979 this is self-evident, as from 1953-1979 
the predecessor of the European Parliament was 
not even directly elected, neither was any part of 
the EU as a whole in its prior formations, 
showing that the project for a federalist Europe, 
pushed by Jewish-Supremacists, was designed 
initially and intentionally without any direct 
democratic accountability, so that it could 
literally ignore and over-rule the opinions of the 
people of Europe to push ‘integration’ and the 
destruction of each unique European state and 
its people quicker. 

Like it still does to this day, in the same fashion 
that the Judeo-Bolshevik government of Russia 
and Ukraine ruled without any democratic 
accountability, resulting in the genocide of well 
over 100 million of its European population, 
including upwards of 7-18 million deaths in the 
Gulag-Achipelago and upwards of 14.5million 
deaths caused by deliberate periods of artificially 
created starvation or ‘socially fair economic 
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policies’, particularly engineered by agricultural 
collectivisation and regulations. 



I he real death camps, Jcwish-Bolshcvilj 
Gulag Locations in die USSR 




Not dissimilar to the end-goal envisioned by 
Jewish-Supremacists for the CAP (Common 
Agricultural Policy), which has already resulted 
in the economic closure of thousands of farms 
in the UK since 1973 and the destruction of tens 
of thousands of farms in Germany, France and 
all over the European continent since 1962. 

Only Jewish-Supremacists intent on using a 
governmental structure to deliberately 
exterminate the people within its borders through 
demographic warfare deliberately constructs its 
own governmental structure to go against public 
opinion, as was the project for a federal Europe 
from the start. 

In addition to this, by definition, creating a 
“single European identity” is genocide, what is 
not often stated is that this European identity, is 
designed to include no ethnic European element 
and thus pave the way for an actual genocide, 
that will make the Judeo-Bolshevik holodomor 
and USSR Gulag exterminations look 
insignificant in comparison. 

The Jewish ‘founding fathers’ of the genocidal- 
by-definition concept of the EU 

Jean Monnet is considered the intellectual father 
of the European Union, he is also quite evidently 
Jewish, having been bom into a Jewish merchant 
family, living in France, Jean Monnet spent his 
early life travelling around between trading 
centres for his families company and the rest of 
his life espousing and promoting a European 
federal state, with the aim of destroying the 
European people, he is openly called an 
‘internationalist’ in academia. 

The Jewish international pressure to enforce 
anti-white (masked as anti-racist) legislation into 
a future European federal state and the very idea 
to found a European federal state were clearly 


evident from as early as 1940, where Jews who 
“ had been putting pressure on the Roosevelt 

Administration on this very point “(Fransen. F, 
“The Supranational Politics of Jean Monnet: 
ideas and origins of the European Community”, 
Greenwood publishing, 2001, pp.54) were 
holding meetings with various future heads of 
state, such as post-war French Prime Minister 
De Gaulle, to force the acceptance of the idea of 
a European federal state into the political elite 
before they were even in government, in the 
same way academia forces pro-EU sentiments 
into future politicians when they are still 
students, except the minority of aware students 
like myself or past figures such as Margaret 
Thatcher. 

The Jewish attempts to create a singular 
European state are although much older, dating 
back to the founding purpose of the entirely 
Jewish: League of Nations, which also was the 
same governmental body (alongside our 
traitorous monarchy) which marked out the 
Mandate of Palestine . As always the genocidal 
ambitions of the Jewish people are clear and 

obvious for all to see in relation to Europeans 

and Palestinians alike 

Richard Coudenhove-Kalergi (1894-1972) was 
an anti-European racist, he espoused that the 
founding purpose of a European federalist state 
would be to destroy the European people, not 
simply through reducing internal differences but 
through destroying Europeans entirely and 
replacing us with “a mixed race of Asians and 
Negros”. 

This quote is a horrific revelation, one that has 
been covered up by the mainstream media and 
academic, even though Kalergi-Coudenhove is 
mentioned in lectures on the origin of the 
European Union, the majority white Politics 
students who study the EU in today’s universities 
are evidently never told this fact, that the very 
same people they are taught advocated for a 
European federal state as early as 1925, did so 
for the primary, malicious, abhorrent, criminally 
genocidal aim of destroying the European people 
themselves, directly. Coudenhove-Kalergi 
founded the 1922 pan-European movement, with 
the support of B’nai B’rith, the Jewish 
international support agency for Jewish political 
interests, B’nai B’rith helped push Coudenhove- 
Kalergi and his vile, anti-European racist 
ideology into the political mainstream and the 
top of political circles. In 1932 Richard 
Coudenhove-Kalergi composed a preface for a 
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Notably President Van Rompuy, otherwise 
known as the “Damp Rag” was awarded this 
prize . 

The Communist-East German educated 
Chancellor Merkel (aChristian-Democrat) was 
also awarded this prize in 2010. 

Proving that Jewish international lobby groups 
and awards groups use such prizes and 
international manipulation to force heads of 
states to work in accordance with fundamentally 
Jewish genocidal plans. This is beyond dispute. 

Alteiro Spinelli (31 August 1907 - 23 May 1986) 
is another inborn communist who is known as 
one of the “Founding Fathers of the European 
Union”, it is no surprise that he was a member 
of the Italian communist party, he and another 
communist subversive Ernesto Rossi wrote what 
is known as the Ventotene Manifesto, which 
advocates a United States of Europe, in order to 
hold Germany down, under the facade of 
preventing war and overcoming the so-called 
‘German problem’ (the problem from the Jewish 
perspective that Germany is innately pure and 
brilliant and its existence has in the past 
prevented Jewish power over Europe). 

World War 2 is used as the excuse for the 
expansion of the EU, under a facade of 
preventing war, in actual fact it is simply about 
preventing individual European nations, 
especially Germany and England from rising up 
against Jewish power as we have done 
throughout our histories, by dragging us down 
and attempting to destroy our very existences, 
as Coudenhove-Kalergi’s book “Praktischer 
Idealismus” outlines and admits in its genocidal 
hubris. 

Like the legacy of Coudenhove-Kalergi, 
Spinelli’s communist legacy is still worshipped 
and followed by Jewish subversives to this day, 
in the form of the Spinelli group in the European 
Parliament, led by subversives like Daniel Cohn- 
Bendit and Guy Verhofstadt. Spinelli’s aftermath 
also lingers like a foul anti-european odour in 
intellectual discussions within academia, 
although it is not often taught that Spinelli was 
a Communist subversive who was imprisoned 
for his communist subversion. 

Deutsche is another one of the Jewish Founding 
Fathers of the EU: 

“Karl Wolfgang Deutsch (1912-1992) was bom 

in Prague in 1912 to Jewish parents” 


His mother was a Czech Jew elected to 
Parliament who was known for her anti-Nazi 
rhetoric and activities (or anti-germanic racism, 
because she as a Jew did not want Germanic folk 
to have a government that cares about our 
existence). 

Deutsche himself was disallowed to return to 
university due to his vile anti-Germanic 
activism. Not only was the manipulatively 
named Karl ‘Deutsche’ a proponent of the 
anti-Germanic and anti-European federalist idea 
of a United States of Europe, he was also a 
participant in the San Francisco conference that 
was crucial in the founding of the United Nations 
in 1945. 

Karl Deutsche is also appealed to as a Jewish 
‘political scientist’ on the subject of the EU, who 
also spent considerable effort in defiling 
nationalism in his time in academia. Jews like 
Deutsch partook in the academic manipulation 
of public opinion (through manipulating the 
opinions of students) on subjects such as the EU 
and the UN. 

David Mitrany is another Jewish so called 
intellectual who’s modem teachings (that lie 
about and hide the true, genocidal reasons for ) 
explaining EU expansion have been instrumental 
in ensuring pro-EU support of the political and 
academic classes. 

“David Mitrany’s strong internationalism, and 

ability to feel at home in Germany, Britain and 

the United States, was probably the result of 

being bom Jewish” 

David Mitrany (1888-1975) was a so called 
leading scholar in Political theory, specialising 
in explaining how the EU came into being and 
continues to expand, under a school of thought 
called ‘international functionalism, (“This 
internationalist tradition favoured integration 
...and the development of international, rather 
than national, institutions as a solution to the 
human problems of want and war” )which 
attempts to diagnose the reasons why the EU was 
founded and has since expanded to include 28 
states and continues to grow in its domination of 
legislation (the EU produces 80% of all our 
legislation) and blame a complex series of 
abstracts functional reasons and factors rather 
than the obvious reason: Jews pushing and 
promoting the EU for over a century, as is clear 
and obvious to anyone who can look outside the 
controlled academic ‘debate’ (or facade) on the 
EU. 
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Ernst Bernard Haas (1924 - March 6,2003) is a 
Jewish academic, who founded the 
‘neofunctionalist’ approach to the EU in an effort 
to divert away from the Jewish origins of the 
concept and genocidal plan for a federal 
European union, Haas was “bom in Frankfurt, 
Germany, in 1924 to a secular Jewish family” 
(like the majority of the founding teachers at the 
infamous Frankfurt school) he believed in 
undermining European states, especially 
Germany, for the intention of destroying and 
controlling them, out of sheer anti-European 
racial bigotry and supremacist delusions. 

Another Neo-functionalist manipulator was 
Leon Lindbergh, among other manipulators who 
divert discussions of the EU away from the 
obvious international Jewish lobbying and 
intellectual and governmental corruption causes 
are Stanley Hoffmann and Andrew Moravcsik, 
who all espouse a federalist EU, and who 
deliberately divert the discussion of the origins 
of the EU into pointless academic circular 
discussions about economic causal factors, when 
the reality is visibly and undeniably as a result 
of Jewish lobbying, intellectual and 
governmental corruption efforts, motivated by 
sheer anti-European and especially anti- 
Germanic racist, in-fact genocidal hatred, that 
emanates from these Jewish ‘scholars’ and 
‘intellectuals’, who terrorized and pressured 
European academia and therefore all future 
(mainstream) government officials into 
accepting their account of the history and 
rationale behind the EU. 

The entire academic facade on the EU has been 
controlled by Jewish Supremacists, David 
Mitrany himself is an ethnic Jew of Romanian 
origin, it is clear that this control of the EU 
debate ensures all elected politicians (as they all 
go through the same pro-EU classes at university 
as I am going through right now) leave university 
with the same world-view of the EU and are 
taught that EU expansion is natural and good, 
when in fact, as history has proven, and this 
article details, it is un-natural, and is enacting an 
un-deniable genocide of the European people. 

The Jewish control of academic discussion 
through the Jewish self-promotion or creation of 
‘leading-scholars’ on the subject, whose artificial 
authority is then used to dominate all discussion 
on the EU, prevents students from finding out 
the truth about the EU, through discovering its 
self-evident Jewish origins and then contrasting 
that with the fact that the EU is destroying our 


race, nation, economy, military, environment, 
history and culture. 

The academic false-dichotomy between the 
Jewish theory of international functionalism or 
neo-functionalism and the Jewish theory of 
inter-governmentalism is set up to deliberately 
deny students the possibility of discovering the 
genocidal, and anti-democratic truth behind the 
EU, and the fact that these theories exist only as 
a facade to prevent students from seeing the truth 
about the EU. 

This is important as it is the fundamental reason 
as to why our entire political establishment 
supports the EU, as they have all been educated 
in the Kalergi-Coudenhove, Jean Monnet or 
David Mitrany schools of thought about the 
processes and purposes of further genocidal EU 
expansion. 

The reality of expansion of the EU and its origins 
cannot be explained in either the Neo¬ 
functionalist, international functionalist or inter- 
govemmentalist approaches, why? -Because all 
of these theories cannot work because they 
ignore the single biggest causal factor: Jewish 
international lobbying, and the systematic and 
generational corruption of politics through 
academia by these ‘Jewish-intellectual’ 
appointed ‘Jewish Intellectuals’. 

The reason academia cannot analyse and come 
to an agreement or even a coherent theory about 
how the EU has maintained so much support as 
a concept through all of the Political class and 
then as a reality since the 1950’s, is because 
academia, through Jewish activism in literally 
occupying academia as much as Jews occupy 
Palestine, is part of that reason why the EU 
retains political support and why it even had 
support as a concept back in the 1920’s. 

Academia is also disallowed, by the Jewish 
intellectual and physical occupation that exists 
within it, from discussing the self-evidently and 
undeniably ethnically Jewish ideological 
founding fathers of the federal European Union 
and their racist anti-European motivations and 
anti-German ethnic obsessions, thus the 
mainstream arguments analysing why the 
concept of a European federal state was created 
in the first place, why the EU now exists in the 
form it does, why it finds so much support in the 
political elite and decreasing support among the 
general public are prevented from getting near 
the truth, by being diverted by the false 
dichotomy that exists in academic, between two 
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Jewish ideological schools of thought: neo¬ 
functionalism and inter-govemmentalism. 

In essence: The Jewish-authored theories dictate 
the type of question asked about the EU and thus 
dictate the type of answer that academia is 
allowed to find. 

The Jewish ideological anti-Germanic and thus 
anti Noble-European sentiment is clear, as it is 
openly admitted that the EU was about 
containing the ‘German problem’. 

The racist double standards of the liberals in 
academia is obvious, in that if instead of the 
‘German problem’, German was replaced with 
Jewish (‘Jewish problem’), all these liberal 
academic staff would complain and call it anti- 
Semitism, but when Jewish-Supremacist 
lecturers and tribally-appointed lecturers have 
manipulated the entire debate into literally 
focusing and legitimizing anti-Germanic racial 
political ideas, they do not even notice, let alone 
complain. 

At its core the EU is anti-Germanic, anti-Nordic- 
European, this is the truth, all these Jewish 
theory’s divert around, in order to maintain 
generational support for the EU in wave after 
wave of student, who then go on to become 
political staff and politicians who take this 
Jewish created false-dichotomy to Westminster 
or Brussels with them, resulting in the horrific, 
culturally and racially genocidal expansion of 
the EU, despite even periods of so called ‘Euro¬ 
sclerosis’ or natural public increases in Euro¬ 
scepticism. 

The EU as an undemocratic anti Noble-European 
institution. 

The Council of ministers drives through 
legislation, at the behest of interest and lobby 
groups, regardless of the opinions of national 
states and their population, with the rubber stamp 
parliament of the European Parliament doing 
nothing but debating in futility on legislation it 
cannot substantially alter if the council of 
ministers so desires. ‘Supra-national actors’ play 
a major role in the formation of EU policy, and 
Jewish supra-national (above national or 
‘international’) actors indeed created the entirety 
of the EU, and every prior format it existed as 
and the very concept of a United States of 
Europe as early as the 1920s, arguably even since 
1866 with the creation of the failed ‘ Latin 
monetary union 4 , again driven by Jewish- 
Surpemacists, which collapsed in 1927, which 
coincided with the main start of efforts to 


establish a Europe wide federal state as 
articulated in genocidal terms by the likes of 
Coudenhove-Kalergi, as aforementioned. 

The ECSC was designed not in order to benefit 
the economies of Europe, but in reality, as 
admitted in academia, it was an effort to remove 
the control of core industries essential for heavy 
industry and to ‘place them in the hands of 
international agents’, especially the German 
Ruhr coal mining area. 

This was enacted under a facade of preventing 
war, by ‘confiscating’ resources essential for 
war, and putting them in the hands of impartial 
international-governmental bodies, in order to 
literally make it impossible for European nations 
to go to war, not just against themselves but 
against the newly formed Jewish state, a line of 
anti-European ‘logic’, that is followed today 
with institutions like the IMF (International 
Monetary Fund) and World Bank which can 
crush an European nations finances within hours, 
as it routinely does to Greece, it also set up a 
system of redistribution from the wealthy 
Germany, Sweden,Denmark, UK and France to 
the proportionally less productive (wealth is a 
measure of productivity) mediterranean EU 
countries. 

The European Court of Justice and European 
Court of Human rights, are instrumental to the 
anti-European European Union, under the facade 
of human rights and ‘justice’, they rule in 
accordance with the EU constitution and 
European convention on Human rights, not in 
accordance with real natural rights or real justice, 
they in their effect do nothing other than rule 
against governments and individual groups that 
attempt to slow down or obstruct further 
expansion of the political hegemony of the EU. 

They care nothing for rights or justice and are 
legal bodies that ensure the destruction of 
European rights and European nation states and 
the people within them, gradually ruling by 
ruling. Every aspect of the EU and in all its prior 
formats from the ECSC and EEC have sought to 
do nothing other than to pursue the anti- 
European ideology of their Jewish founding 
fathers. 

Timeline of the expansion of the creation and 
expansion of the anti-European genocidal EU: 

1948: The European union of Federalists, led by 
Jews and their corrupted European followers 
outlined the ‘need for a European union’ 
following on from prior private meetings. 
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1948: US Marshall Aid program put as one of 
its requisites: that European states seek further 
integration. 

1948: Israel declared as a state, Jews then have 
their own homeland, from which they can freely 
spite Europe without regard for the conditions 
internally within European states. 

1949: Council of Europe convened its meeting 
and the “Schuman proposal was issued” 

1949: Israel recognized as a state by the Jewish- 
Supremacist dominated US government, that 
also pushed for the creation of European internal 
integration efforts. 

1951: The European Coal and Steel community 
came into existence after the 1951 treaty of 
Rome, which openly states its aim was to create 
a ‘technocratic revolution’: 

“to lay the foundations for an ever closer union 
among the European peoples. By establishing a 
common market and progressively 
approximating the economic policies of member 
states” 



"We [Jews] intend to turn 
Europe into a mixed race of 
Asians and Negros ruled over by 
the Jews 1 ' 

Jewish EU founding father' 
Richard Coudenhove-Kalergi in 
'Praktischer Idealismus' 1925 


The treaty of Rome sought to remove barriers to 
the Marxist degeneration plan of ensuring free 
movement of peoples, capital and goods inside 
Europe to undermine the homogeneity of Europe 
ensuring a dysgenic situation and slowing down 
technological and scientific development by 


reducing competition between states that had 
previously been the engine for the success of 
European innovation. 

1957: Treaty of Paris, outlining what Winston 
Churchill* advocated: “a United States of 
Europe” 

*It is well known that Winston Churchill’s 
financial debts were written-off by Jews after a 
substantial Griffin-like debt accumulation in the 
1930's, resulting in his obedience throughout the 
rest of his life, Winston Churchill also wrote in 
his autobiography, near the end that “the Jews 
always get want they want in the end”, Winston 
Churchill was a depressed, stroke-afflicted 
pessimist, warmonger and war-criminal, who 
betrayed the English people and all European 
people by advocating for a “United States of 
Europe” 

1965: the EEC (prior version of the EU) pushed 
for control of its own budget, showing its 
tyrannical objectives, this was defeated by the 
French President De Gaulle resulting in the 
‘Empty chair crisis’ 

1967: De Gaulle Vetos the UK EEC application, 
saving us from so much damage that would have 
occurred had we joined the EEC that early 
instead of in 1973 

1973: UK, Denmark and Ireland join the EEC, 
under a manipulated pro-EU political class, all 
at the same time after international Jewish 
lobbying, starting the destruction of North-West 
Europe inside the EEC 

1987: Single European Act: creation of a single 
market, a further removal of trade duties 

1992/3: Treaty on European Union /Maastricht 
Treaty: created a singular European security and 
Foreign policy, overriding national interests and 
created the Euro, replacing gradually the native 
currencies of successive member states of the 
EU 

1995: Schengen Agreement: the removal of 
immigration controls in numerous EU member 
states 

1997: Treaty of Amsterdam: preparation for the 
genocidal expansion of the EU, bringing in 
South Eastern European nations into common 
borders with Germanic, Nordic and Frankish 
Europe. 

2001: Treaty of Nice, enforcing the CFSP 
(Common Foreign and Security Policy) 
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2004: Treaty establishing a Constitution for 
Europe (TCE); rejected for its totalitarian 
measures of establishing an EU constitution by 
the French and Dutch in 2005, it never passed. 

2009: Treaty of Lisbon (Reformed treaty) A 
version of the EU constitution re-packaged from 
the failures of the TCE in 2004/5, enforcing an 
effective EU constitution by stealth. The EU now 
makes 80% of laws and has increased 
immigration inside the EU to genocidal levels 
by over 2800% (by removing all of the internal 


borders of each of the 28 member states, now 
including Romania and Bulgaria). 

2011: The European Jewish Parliament 
established 

2013: The rise of UKIP and majority anti-EU 
sentiments all over Europe 

2014: ‘ British’ Jews launch formal ‘Jewish EU 
Manifesto’ 

The OS21744 


Letters & Views 



The English Constitution 

Master Leslie 

The Royal Courts of Justice 

Strand 

London 

WC2A 2LL 

28-03-2014 

Ref Statements made in your court. 

My Lord, 

I am a retired Special Constable who since 
December 2006 has been researching the English 
Constitution. 


You also said you took the judicial oath but 
neglected to say you also took an oath of loyalty 
to Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth IT These two 
oaths bind you to the law and Her Majesty. 

But more worrying is your assertion that 
Parliament has sovereignty, even if it were a 
properly constituted Parliament it would not be 
sovereign. Sovereignty lies with Her Majesty as 
the anointed Sovereign. 

Parliament is not properly constituted in the way 
our forefathers designed it to be, with its built in 
safeguards, since 1420 the House of Commons 
was granted the right to originate legislation, at 
least since that date we can trace the power grab 
the commons has been on. In 1609 the Commons 
wrote to the Lords describing themselves as the 
Knights Burgess's and Barons of the High Court 
of Parliament. The Lords replied that they would 
never accept them as Barons of Parliament and 
without the Lords they were no court at all. A 
ruling by Patterson J giving the opinion of eight 
other judges in Stokedale vs. Hansard 1839 
confirmed the opinion of the House of Lords that 
the Commons was in no way shape or form a 
court of law. Going so far as to state the common 
man must be able to sue the commons in any of 
the ordinary courts of the land for any wrongs 
done to him by the actions of the Commons. 


In your court you said there is a Queens Bench 
Division but not a Queens Bench, this is akin to 
saying we have an armoured division but it has 
no tanks. You referred to it as a superior court, 
its courts are though Queens Bench Courts and 
all matters of constitutional importance must be 
heard by the Queens Bench. 


In 1667 the Commons told the Lords they could 
not amend a money bill. There is no valid 
constitutional claim for this, and a ten year 
argument followed and in 1677 the Lords gave 
way. 

As a direct result of this when Asquith put 
forward a budget in 1909 the Lords believing 
erroneously they could not amend it and so they 
rejected the budget. Asquith told them he was 
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putting a bill forward to remove the right of the 
Lords to reject a bill, and if they did not pass the 
bill he would put 500 new Peers into the house 
who would vote for its closure. The words 
Blackmail and Duress spring to mind. The Lords 
again gave way and the bill was placed before 
King Edward VII who rejected it on the grounds 
it was unconstitutional, and removed a protection 
from his subjects and he ordered Asquith to go 
to the country. Which he did, he and his 
ministers went around the country lying about 
the reason the Lords had rejected the budget and 
the Lords felt it beneath them to tell the public 
the truth, Asquith was re-elected and during the 
Kings Speech King Edward VII said the only 
reason he was putting the Parliament Act 
forward was because his ministers told him he 
had too. 

At this time Parliament ceased to be a properly 
constituted Parliament and as such 
constitutionally it became void. The 1949 
Parliament Act and the 1999 House of Lords Act 
are also unconstitutional and void. 

One of Asquith's 
ministers told King 
George V on his 
inheriting the Crown 
that he kept all his 
prerogatives but 
could not use any of 
them without the 
backing of a 
minister, this was for 
government to usurp 
the Royal 

Prerogative a clear 
act of treason contrary to the 1351 Treason Act 

Now let us deal with the Crown you are the 
Queens Remembrancer and as such you have a 
greater duty of loyalty than a lot of others. 

Up until the death of Queen A nn e all our Kings 
and Queens attended Parliament indeed it was 
not a Parliament if they were not there hence the 
term the King/Queen in Parliament. 

After the death of Queen Anne. We inherited 
King George I who spoke no English so there 
was no point in him going to Parliament or 
cabinet meetings, government got used to the 
idea of managing without a King. King George 
II spent his reign complaining his ministers were 


Kings in his Kingdom. King George III had a 
twenty year battle with the Commons as to where 
sovereignty lay with him as the anointed King, 
or with the Commons as the elected House. After 
an impassioned speech by William Pit who asked 
where is the benefit in changing one despot for 
hundreds of despots? The King won the vote. 
Since then no other vote on Sovereignty has been 
taken, that being the case Queen Elizabeth II is 
the fully Sovereign Queen of England from 
which all her other titles, superiorities, and 
pre-eminences stem. Superiorities and 
Preminences you are required to support. 

The government claim the 1689 Bill of Rights 
transferred Sovereignty from the King to the 
Commons as the elected House. Any reading of 
this major constitutional document will not 
substantiate this claim, there is nothing in the 
1689 Declaration or Bill of Rights which in any 
way reduces the authority of the King. It merely 
reiterates those things England's Kings have 
never been able to lawfully do. 

Parliament claim to rule by Henry VIII powers, 
these powers were illegal when Henry VIII used 
them, when he ordered that Richard Rose the 
cook to the Bishop of Rochester who had been 
annoyed by the Bishop and poisoned the meal 
killing seventeen people was to be boiled alive 
at Smithfield Market. 

The Parliament Acts and House of Lords Acts, 
constitute a treason against the constitutional 
arrangements for Parliament, and Her Majesty's 
subjects. These are acts of treason contrary to 
sec 3 of the 1848 Treason Felony Act by the 
Commons over awing the House of Lords. In 
fact they breached the Co mm on Law Cognisance 
of the Lords to conduct their own business in 
their own way and that includes who sits in the 
Lords. 

You and I have both taken oaths to uphold the 
law, I would welcome the opportunity to discuss 
this with you. Respectfully submitted, Albert 
Burgess 

Reply 

ROYAL COURTS OF JUSTICE GROUP 

Queen's Bench Division 
Action Department 
Room E07 

Royal Courts of Justice 
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Strand 
London 
WC2A 2LL 

m 

Dear Sir/Madam, Thank you for your Letter 
dated 28th March 2014 and addressed to Master 
Leslie who replies as follows: 

"I note what he says. I have no time to engage 
in jurisprudential or any discussions concerning 
constitutional matters. If he seeks guidance or 
directions concerning litigation in which he is 
involved in this Court he may see me in Practice." 
Yours faithfully, Bailey Reed, Team Leader 
Masters Support Unit Queen's Bench 

Reply 1/6/14 

My Lord, I was not seeking advice I was giving 
you a history and English Constitutional Law 
lesson, I am amazed but not at all surprised that 
one of Her Majesty's Judges can not find the time 
to discuss the constitution. 

It is my personal belief that knowledge of the 
constitution, which must include its history if its 
purpose is to be understood, is sadly lacking in 
the legal profession. Which is why its members 
refuse to engage in a general discussion about it. 
Not wishing from their positions of high 
authority to demonstrate an ignorance of a 
subject which should to all English men and 
women be our very life's blood. 

Our Judges and police officers have a particular 
duty which they have taken upon themselves to 
uphold the laws of England, yet they steadfastly 
ignore treasons which smack them in the mouth 
every time they look out of the proverbial 
window. 

A case in point is the 2002 Police Reform Act 
which has removed Her Majesty's style and 
honour as a fully Sovereign Queen by removing 
the words Our Sovereign Lady from the oath 
both contravening the 1848 Treason Felony Act, 
and by imagining Her Majesty's death as a fully 
Sovereign Queen the 1351 Treason Act. 


It goes on to allow the IPCC to grant 
dispensations to the police against investigating 
criminal allegations against police officers. 
When the 1689 Bill of Rights major 
constitutional law specifically refuses all 
dispensations from the penalty for a crime. A 
treason against the constitution, which a properly 
constituted Parliament may not over ride. 

A bye product of this treason is that every one 
who has taken this new oath has taken part in an 
act of treason, and as such is barred for life from 
ever holding the office of constable. Every such 
officer who has brought a case to court has 
presented evidence as a constable he was not in 
a position to gather legally, because legally he 
is only impersonating a constable. You can 
appreciate the difficulties this places before the 
criminal justice system. 

Not to mention of 
course the treason 
at Maastricht 
where John Major, 
Douglas Hurd and 
Francis Maude 
attempted the 
constitutional 
impossibility of 
making Her 

Majesty a citizen of 
Europe. Yet not a 
single one of Her 
Majesty's Judges 
issued a Bench 
John Major Warrant for their 

arrest for treason contrary to the 1351 Treason 
Act. 

We all of us have a clear duty to uphold and 
defend the constitutional and common law of 
this ancient Kingdom, those of us who have 
taken oaths before God and to our Sovereign 
Lady the Queen have an even greater duty thrust 
upon us which should have us striving to the very 
best of our abilities to defend both Her Majesty's 
lawful authority, and Her Majesties law. 

Only by doing this can we defend Her Majesty's 
subjects and protect them from all harm. This is 
the purpose of the Coronation Oath and the oaths 
we have taken. 

I understand the term the Royal Courts of 
Justice! I do not understand the term Royal 


HM Courts 
&Tribunals 
Service 
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Courts of Justice Group this sounds as though 
G4S or some other private company is 
administering justice now, this I would like 
explained as justice is far too important to be put 
out to tender or more likely sold to bolster party 
funds. Respectfully Submitted, Albert Burgess 

Communism 

"In order to have complete control of the 
individual, we must limit in timely gradations 
the ability of the individual to move from point 
A to B. Our control of the same must be 
absolute- every desire, feeling, thought, must be 
controlled even before they emerge in ths 
subject's consciousness-indeed we must form 
those thoughts for it. It must be totally 
subservient to our will. As for movement the 
subject will be confined to its pen like the cattle 
in reality it is. It will exist solely on our 
sufferance, on our permit alone- its every 
thought and action policed from birth to grave. 
We are the true gods of the proletariat and we 
are its opium for its masses. We the collective 
superior intellect of enlightened Socialism- 

Our remit is to care for the subject classes- all 
will bend to our will- a superior will unseen nor 
witnessed before in Mankind for whom we are 
destined to care for in totality- such is the burden 
of natural divine destiny of the Socialist" 
Antonio Gramsci 1937 From Rex. 

F.A.O Stephen Phillips MP 

Dear Sirs, I am sure 
you know but the west 
instigated regime 
change in Ukraine has 
succeeded. Now, 
resistance to 

"democracy" in the 
south and east of 
former Ukraine is 
being targetted for 
annihilation by the Poroshenko (puppet) 
"government." This has included bombing of 
civilians, killing men, women and children by 
use of the Ukrainian armed forces and they have 
even used air force jets. 

As you have already mentioned in previous 
correspondence to myself you were in favour of 
punitive action against the "Assad regime" 
(legitimate government in reality) for using his 


own military to allegedly bomb civilians in 
Syria, will you now be asking the "British 
government" to intervene for the sake of people 
in Donetsk etc? 

I might also add, that the alleged chemical attack 
in Syria by Assads forces has been proved to be 
a complete lie and false flag event supported by 
the propagandist BBC - how surprising! 

Please also give me the "British governments" 
stance on Crimea, i.e will you be approving a 
Ukrainian attempt to bring back Crimea under 
the new "government" which will inevitably 
bring Russia back in to the conflict? 

Whilst on please confirm if you are member of 
the Conservative friends of Israel. Yours 
faithfully, Michael Clayton 

Lord Beaverbrook 


Beaverbrook 
although a simple 
colonial 
gentleman from 
Canada as 

illustrated below, 
was a great 
newspaper man. 
He was the first to 
have an astrologer 
to work for his 
paper, who predicted that air travel was 
dangerous just in time for the R101 crash 
(Genesis 1: 14) “Signs”. 

The Beaver was dining with the great and the 
good in the 1920’s. He turned to the lady beside 
him and asked. “Would you sleep with me for 
£1,000,000?” “Yes”, she replied. 

“Would you sleep with me for ten shillings?” “ 
Certainly not! What do you think I am?” 

“We know what you are dear. I am just finding 
out the price!” 

The chap did know the difference between a 
prostitute and a demi-mond !!! Such as Jennie 
Winston Churchill’s mother! Yours truly, An 
Ancient Mariner. 
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Growing Resistance In Belfast To The Flood Of Non- 

White Immigrants 



The blue 'New Order Knights' flag was pictured 
flying from a lamp post off Island Street in 
Ballymacarrett on Tuesday morning, displaying 
the words "Ku Klux Klan"- an emblem which 
clearly denotes racism and white supremacy. 

It has since been taken down. 

East Belfast Alliance MP Naomi Long hit out at 
those behind it, saying it added an "even more 
sinister edge" to recent race-related incidents. 

Mrs Long said she had received a number of 
complaints from constituents regarding the flags, 
which she passed to the PSNI for action. 


But only 12 people have been successfully 
convicted for the 14,000 hate crimes reported in 
Northern Ireland in the last five years. 

Three homes were attacked in the Roslyn Street 
area of east Belfast. 

Graffiti saying 'locals only' and 'get out' was 
scrawled on walls of the properties. 

A 28-year-old Polish woman who lives in one 
of the homes, said she and her nine-year-old 
child were considering leaving the area because 
of the incident. 

And on April 30 a Romanian man had faeces 
thrown at him as he cycled along the 
Newtownards Road. 

The Authorities Shaken by The Irish stance 
Against Immigration 



“Yet again we see those who wish to bully 
anyone different from them use flags and 
emblems to assert dominance and control over 
a community. To do so at all is to be condemned 
but to put up these flags in broad daylight shows 
just how brazen the culprits are," she said. 


The PSNI said it would not be taking the flag 
down and that it would instead adopt "a multi¬ 
agency approach" - but it has since been removed. 

When asked if a crime had been committed or 
not, a police spokesman said he could not 
comment. 


“To use flags hailing a hate group such as the 
KKK is sickening and lends a further menacing 
element to recent events." 


“No single body or agency has the answer to all 
of the issues surrounding the flying or the 
removal of flags in Northern Ireland," he said. 


UVF 

Last year 982 racist incidents were reported to 
the PSNI - an average of up to three every day. 

Police have said the loyalist paramilitary group 
the Ulster Volunteer Force (UVF) has been 
orchestrating racist attacks in south and east 
Belfast. 


"The experience within policing shows that the 
approach most likely to provide for public safety 
and prevention of disorder is based on the 
principles of engagement between local 
communities working with agencies including 
local police and resulting in local decision¬ 
making. 

The End OS21801 
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Russian Federation 

Naval Ensigns, Flags & Pennants Since 1992 


^ TN 1992 the 

■ naval ensigns 
_M_and flags of the 
Soviet Union were 
officially abolished, 
and the historic 
NAVAL ENSIGN • THE Andrew Flag was 
ANDREW FLAG readopted as the 
naval ensign of the 
Russian Federation. The former tsarist jack and 
fortress flag was also readopted, but otherwise 
the new range of flags follows the previous 
Soviet pattern with the Cross of St. Andrew or 
the white-blue-red Russian tricolour replacing 
Soviet symbols. Exceptions are the Guards 
ensign and the honorary ensign for the cruiser 
Aurora, which continue to display the Soviet-era 
Guards Ribbon and Order of the Red Ba nn er. 

The flag of the 
Commander- 
in-Chief of the 
Navy is the 
Andrew Flag 
charged with 
the state arms 
of Russia 
within a 
wreath; the 
same flag but with the arms replaced by crossed 
red "Admiralty" anchors, is flown by the Chief 
of Staff of the Navy. The other naval rank flags 
are the same as those used by the USSR, but with 
the Andrew Flag as a canton. Other senior 
officials and officers have appointment flags 
based on the appropriate ensign or jack. 




The Border Guard ensign (above) displays the 
Cross of St. Andrew on a green field, while the 
ensign for vessels of the Ministry of the Interior 
is dark red with a canton of the Andrew Flag, 
these being the services' branch colours. Border 


Guard command flags are based on the ensign. 
Government vessels serving on fishery 
protection duties fly an ensign with a red field, 
a canton of the Russian tricolour and crossed 
yellow anchors in the lower fly. 



Jack And Naval Fortress Flag 



Chief Of The Naval General Staff 



Commander Of A Fleet 

Credits: Many of the drawings are based on 
images posted to the FOTW Mailing List by 
Zeljko Heimer and Joseph McMillan. 
Information was also taken from the Russian 
Navy's official website. 


The End OS21767 


(Page 37) 



















Justice Denied People Persecuted For Political 
Reasons Must Be Defended 




UTLER- 
S L O S S 
sister of the 
Attorney General 
who helped bury the 
Dickens Dossiers 
and closed down the 
investigation into 
Elm Guest House, to 
chair abuse inquiry?? 

The Government are 
wheeling out 

Establishment 
figures, intelligence 
insiders and child 
abuse apologists to 
orchestrate another child abuse white-wash with 
the People paying the bill 


reported two days ago where it was found the 
prosecution suppressed evidence. 

Havers represented the Crown in two of the most 
notable miscarriages of justice in British judicial 
history: the trial and appeal of the Guildford Four 
and also of the Maguire family (known as the 
Maguire Seven), all of whom were wrongfully 
convicted. Collectively, they served a total of 
113 years in prison and one of the Maguire 
Seven, Giuseppe Conlon, died in prison, 
convicted on the basis of discredited forensic 
evidence 

He set-up these innocent people, with-held 
evidence from the defence and the jury which 
resulted in appaling suffering to 11 innocent 
people and allowed the real terrorists (who are 
known but have never been arrested) to escape 
home and free. 


Who does Theresa May and Cameron appoint to 
chair the National child abuse Inquiry but the 
sister of one of the men who buried the Dickens 
dossiers!! 

Baroness Butler-Sloss is sister to Robert Michael 
Oldfield Havers, Baron Havers,QC who along 
with others was responsible for burying the 
Dickens Dossiers. 

Havers an MI6 insider was Attorney General 
from 1979 to 1987. He was a bitter opponent 
of Geoffrey Dickens being the Official 
responsible for not prosecuting Paedophile Sir 
Peter Hayman Ml6 and suppressed evidence 
against paedophile traitor Geoffrey Prime of Elm 
Guest house notoriety. In fact Havers closed 
down all inquiry and investigation into Elm 
Guest House. 


Havers and Butler-Sloss are establishment 
figures of magnitude. They came from a long 
line Establishment insiders. Their father Sir 
Cecil Havers was the evil judge who condemned 
to death a battered woman who was hanged 
because he would not allow the jury to hear 
about her physical and sexual abuse at the hands 
of the man who died. 

And it gets worse! Baroness Butler-Sloss's 
husband is a paedophile, another of our great 
judiciary His Honour Joseph Butler-Sloss admits 
'using' prostitutes in England and in Kenya. 
What even the News of the world did not print 
was that he did not care how old they were and 
many were child prostitutes Butler-Sloss said 
"It's not at all expensive. You pay 300 Kenyan 
shillings (£ 10) and they ask you for ten bob (3 Op) 
for the white man" He could not give a dam 
about exploiting poor black children. 


Then he was called in to examine complaints” 
against several British newspapers by Elm Guest 
House’s lawyers. Resulting in the papers 
dropping the Elm Guest House story. Havers had 
managed to effectively bury the story which 
allowed the VIP paedophile network’s activities 
to continue without being bothered by press 
coverage.' 

Not only did he bury the Dickens dossiers and 
other child abuse evidence that came his way he 
was the CPS barrister responsible for the most 
horrific miscarriage of justice in the UK as we 


Finally Baroness Butler-Sloss, as is self evident, 
is a member of the House of Lords the same 
Westminster House connected by a corridor to 
Parliament. The very Westminster House who's 
members she would be investigating. If that is 
not enough she once stood as a Conservative 
candidate for election to Parliament. 

The End OS21813 
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IF THE TRUTH BE 
KNOWN 


Eurofolk Radio 




Z-i 



"l P j .. m»> 

JI MHR ^ ■ ** _ nuLr 


M 

N3WI 

Jfe 


■ .i 1 

IJ. 




L EHffH L JEfCL ■ li 


CD 127 minutes [Listen to audio clipl $16.00 

Here you will find the ignored story of the 
massive deportations of the German peoples 
from Eastern Germany, Poland, the Baltic 
States, and the Sudetenland and its attendant 
horrors. 

The entire library of many more audio programs 
is available as a bundle. All told, this is nearly 14 
hours of great historical commentary! Plus, you 
realize a savings of $20 dollars. For full details 
and to purchase go to the website:— 

http://www.iftruthbeknown.net/index.php/about/ 


Is now on air! 

24 hr streaming of items 
of interest to identity 
believers including live 
broadcasts on matters 
of national interest and 
much more!! 

TUNE IN NOW! 

http://eurofolkradio.com/category/ge 

neral/ 



A wide range of Literature and rare 
book reprints in hard copy, reasonably 
priced, now available from the Christ’s 

Assembly web site: 

http://christsassemblv.com/literature.htm 



tha | 1 

ukcolumn 


FOR THE REAL 
NEWS 

http://www.youtube.com/user/ukcol 




WOW! IT'S 
EUROFOLK 
RADIO!./ y ' 


Pastor Eli James 
Sundays 16.00 hrs 

(British Summer time) 

Live on Eurofolk Radio and 
Eurofolk YouTube - Tune in and 
join in the chat 

http://eurofolkradio.com/category/general/ 






















Announcements 


The Christian Defence 


League 

New Christian Crusade Church 
PO Box 25 


Mandeville, LA 70470. USA. 

Tel. No. +1 6017498565 



The Chronicles Of The 


The above PowerPoint presentation is 
available at Pastor Eli’s website: 


www.anglo-saxonisrael.com 

Parts 1-6 plus a short introduction 
can now be viewed or downloaded - 
the latest addition part 6 covers the 
German people in relation to the 
migrations of the Tribes of Israel. 



GERMANY’S OWN 
IDENTITY MAGAZINE 



ABENDLAND 


BIB List ! HE FRGPHFTi F I N DFR FREOLLUNG 



CONTACT 

pia-6@t-online.de 

Lawful Rebellion 
Meetings 

Reclaim Our Sovereignty 

Watch this space for 
future events 

The British Constitution Group 

7 Holland Road 

Wallasey 
Wirral 
CH45 7QZ 

Telephone 07813 529 383 
Emailinfo@thebcgroup.org.uk 






























